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ADVERTISEMENT. 



This following work is designed to be what its title im- 
ports—A Refutation of Sundry Baptist Errors. I have fol- 
lowed Woolsey on Baptism and the Third Report of the 
American and Foreign Bible Society mainly as text-books of 
errors and representations, which, if they do not often appeat 
in print under responsible names, are yet, in one shape or ano- 
ther, almost eyerjrwhere to be met 

For some time after Mr. Woolsey's book appeared, though 
it originated here, and though I observed its errors and mis- 
statements, it was not my intention to task myself with the 
labor of refuting it Had it been suffered to take its natural 
course of circulation from the bookseller's shop, it might, for 
me, have pursued its course without molestation. Biit when 
it was industriously thrust into our families which sought it 
not; when apparently no effort was spared to undermine the 
fidth of our people, and to draw away our youth and children 
from the old paths in which their fathers have walked in this 
place since the days of the Pilgrims — now two hundred years 
—I deemed it my duty — in which I could not fail, and be fidth- 
ful to the people whom I serve in the ministry, to the truth, 
and to Qod, — ^to stand in the defence. ' 

If I have unveiled the errors of that book, and eiposed its 

1 
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misrepresentatioDS, it has been not for the parpose of attack, 
but of defence. I think it will be judged that I have done it 
with as much kindness as justice to the truth allowed. I 
hare defended what I solemnly and unwayeringly believe to be 
the truth and the ordinance of Grod. It was a labor which I 
desired not, and in which I found no pleasure, save the con- 
sciousness of laboring in the discharge of duty. I felt it in- 
cumbeat on me to bestow isome labor, that the people of God 
may be sound in the faith, and steadfast in his ordinances ;-— 
not children, tossed to and fro by every wind of doctrine. 

With greater pleasure than I began the work, I now take 
my leave of it : fully purposing, — to do as I have hitherto 
done, — to have nothing more to do with controversy, unless it 
shall very clearly appear to be my duty. 

The AtHHOB. 



REFUTATION. 



CLASSIC 6RXEK AND TEE GREEK OF THE NEW TESTAMEIH'. 

On page 123 of his work, Mr. Woolsey says, " The 
namher of PedobapUsts are comparatively few, who will 
hazard their reputation, both as scholars and Christians, by 
the bold and sweeping assertion that classic Greek h(ts 
nothing to do in fixing the meaning and declaring the 
sense of the Greek of the New Testament." "Such an 
assertion," he says, " may answer the end for which it is 
intended ; and for a time bewilder the unsuspecting in- 
quirer after truth. But when such are informed that 
many passages of the New Testament are written in the 
most pure Greek, and the greater portion of the words 
are employed in precisely the sense as when found in 
classic authors, they will withdraw their confidence from 
such guides as would fain make them believe that Scrip- 
ture interpretation has nothing to do with the usage of 
words as found in the best Greek authors." "I very 
much regret, however," sajrs he, p. 124, "that there 
should be any in this enlightened day, holding on to sen- 
timents, in support of which they find it necessary to deny 
the very close affinity which subsists between the Greek 
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of the New Testament and that of classic authors." '^ Such 
a scheme to support spnnkling for baptism is of very re- 
cent invention^ and can be but of short duration. The 
more pious and judicious, if learned, can never be drawn 
on to ground so untenable and injurious to all philological 
inquiries." 

I have maiked several words in these quotations with 
italics, for the purpose of calling the attention of the 
reader to what I consider a very grievous misrepresen- 
tation. 

Mr. Woolsey is perfectly right in saying that " The 
number of Pedobaptists " is comparatively small, " who 
will hazard their reputation by the bold and sweeping 
assertion that classic Greek has nothing to do in fixing 
the meaning and declaring the sense of Ijie Greek oJ( the 
New Testament." 

The truth is, no Pedobaptist has made such ^ asser* 
tion. No Pedobaptist has " denied the very close affinity 
which subsists between the Greek of the New Testament, 
and that of classic authors. No Pedobaptist has ever de- 
nied that " the greater portion* of the words are em- 
ployed in precisely the sense as when foui^d in classic 
authors." 

That the language of the New Testament is Greek, and 
that there subsists between the Greek of the New Test^- 
ment and that of classic Greek authors a " very close 
aflSnity," both in the construction of phrases and in the 
use of the main body of words, no one has, to my know- 
ledge, ever denied or doubted. And yet, nothing is more 
uniformly agreed. upon among the "judicious and piou^ 
and learned," than that in many respects the New Tjes^f^ 
ment differs fix>m the classic Greek, not only in the con- 
struction of phrases, but also in the meaning of many and 
very important words. Hence our learned and elaborate. 
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Lexicons of the peculiar New Testament Greek. Hence, 
in cases of doubt as to the meaning of a word, the New 
Testament use, where it can be shown to be peculiar, 
determines the meaning in defiance of all the classic 
Greek writers and lexicons in existence. And this is by 
no means a '' recent invention." Says Professor Robin- 
son, in his preface to his Lexicon of the New Testament, 
" A Lexicon of the New Testament, at the present day, 
presupposes the fact^ that the language of the New Teste- 
ment exhibits in many points a departure from the idiom 
of the Attic Greek. This great question, which so long 
agitated the learned philologists of Europe, would seem at 
present to be put entirely at rest" The plan of his lexi- 
con, he says, is, ^' In defining words, those significations 
are placed first which accord with Greek usage /" '' Then 
follow those significaticms which depart from Greek usage^ 
and which are either to be illustrated from the Greek of 
the Septuagint, as compared with the Hebrew, or DEPSivn 
SOLELY ON THE usus Loc^uENDi" (customaiy use of words^) 
" OP THE New Testament writers.'''* 

Dr. George Campbell,* whom our Baptist brethren are 
fond of complimenting as one of the most finished Greek 
scholars of modem times, mcdntains that many of the 
idioms of the New Testament Greek would not have been 
more intelligible to a classic Greek author, than Arabic or 



* When I speak of Campbell, in the following pages, it will of 
course be understuod that I mean not the American Campbell, 
the founder of the sect of the Campbell ites, but the late learned Dr. 
€korg€ Campbell, Principal of the Marisohai College, Aberdeen ; 
author of a translation (not the Campbellite translation,) of the. 
Four Gospels, with Preliminary Dissertations. Dr. Campbell was 
not a Baptist, though in an important respect he iayorad their 
Tiews. 
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Persian. " Take," says he, " the two following for exam- 
ples. OoK advvarriffst irapa r<a Oe(o vav f»ifio, Luke i. 37 J and 

•Mr av ecbiOn vava trap^. Matt. xxiv. 22." (In English, " With 
God nothing shall be impossible 5" and " There should no 
flesh be saved.") " These passages in the New Testament 
Greek are," says Campbell, " phrases which, in my appre- 
hension, would not have been more intelligible to a Greek 
author than Arabic or Persian would have been." P*?/** for 
thing, and »a<^« ow for no one, or none y ^^apl for person, &c., 
would to him, I suspect, have proved insurmountable ob- 
stacles." * * " This," says he, " is but a small speci- 
men — not the hundredth part of what might be produced 
on this subject." (Prelim. Discourse I.^ vol. i. p. 30.) 

" It is true," says Campbell, (Prelim. Dis. L, Part 2,) 
" that as the New Testament is written in Greek, it must 
be of consequence that we be able to enter critically into 
the ordinary import of the words of that tongue." " But 
from what has been observed, it is evident, that though in 
several cases this knowledge may be eminently useful, it 
will not suffice ; nay, in many cases it will be of little or 
no significancy." " Classical use, both in Greek and in 
Latin, is not only, in this study, sometimes unavailable^ 
but MAY EVEN MISLEAD. The socred use and the classical 

ABE OFTEN VEEY DIFFERENT."* 



* Sinco these sheets were prepared for the press, the Biblical 
Repository, for April, 1841, has been published, containing an arti^ 
clc on " The Bible and its Literature^" bj Professor Edward Ro- 
binson. In this article Professor Robinson says, ** The language 
of the New Testament is the later Greek, as spoken by foreigners 
of the Hebrew stock, and applied by them to subjects on tohick it 
had never been employed by native Greeks. After the disuse of the 
ancient Hebrew in Palestine, and the irruption of Western con- 
querors, the Jews adopted the Greek language from necessity ;— 
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I shall attempt to show, hereafter, (yrhen I come to an 
examination of Mark vii. 4^ and Luke ii. 38,) how even 
Campbell has been palpably and demonstrably misled by 
trusting to the ordinary classic sense of Bgptizo, rather 
than to the sacred use of the word in the New Testament. 

I have already noticed (in my published discourses,) 
how the Baptist Bible Society have been in like manner 
misled with regard to ^' angd^ one of the words which 
they set down in the glossary which they prefix to their 
editions of the New Testament. That glossary would 
teach us to consider the peculiar infidelity, of the Saddu- 
cees (Acts xxiii. 8,) to consist in denying that there is any 
such thing as a messenger — ^instead of denying the exist* 
ence of angels. Carry out the principle of their glossary, 
and the passage must read, " For the Sadducees say there 
is no rising up, neither messenger^ nor voind?^ The il- 
lustration might have been carried out in scores of exam- 
ples. Thus, according to the Baptist Bible Society, John 
V. 4, must be read, " For a messenger went down at a cer- 
tain season into the pool, and troubled the water." In 



partly as a conquered people, and partly from, interconrse of life, of 
eoromdroe, in colonies, in cities, founded like Alexandria and others, 
which were peopled with throngs of Jews. It was, therefore, the 
spoken language of ordinary life which they learned, not the classic 
style of books which ha ye elsewhere come down to us. But they 
qioke it as foreigners, whose native tongue was the later Aramean; 
and it therefore could not fail to acquire upon their lips a strong 
Semitic character and coloring. When to this we add, that they 
spoke in Greek on ike things of ike true Ood^ and the tBlaUona of 
mankind io Jehovah and to a Samov'-^oubjecis to vohieh no natiiM 
Chreek had ever applied his beautiful lavguage, it will be obvious 
that an appeai« mb&blt to classic Greek and rrs philology, will 

HOT SUFFICE FOR THE INTERPRETER OF THE NeW TESTAMENT. The 

JemiohXheek mmet be otudied almost as an independent diakett 
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Ads ». 13, we must read, " And diowed us how he had 
•een a messenger in his house :" Acts xii. 15, " Then 
said they, it is his" (Peter's) ^^ messenger :^ Matt. iv. 11, 
"Then the devil leaveth him, and behold messengers 
came and ministered to him :" Matt, xviii. 10, " Their 
messengers do always behold the face of ray Father in 
heaven :" 1 Cor. vi. 3, " Know ye not, that we shall judge 
messengers ?" Heb. i. 4, " Being made so much better 
than the messengers ;" Heb. ii. 16, " He took not on him 
the nature of messengers ;" and Heb. xiii. 2, "For some 
have entertained messengers unawares." Such '' effulgent 
light" does the Baptist Glossary shed over the pagers of 
the sacred word. Who will not henceforth trust that 
glossary for the meaning of the word baptize 1 

The word Churchy in like manner, our Bsiptist brethren 
have, by their glossary, interdicted from the New Testa- 
ment, and directed us to read in its stead "Assembly," 
which was the sole meaning of the word «««Xe«ria, (ekklesia,) 
in classic Greek. The pagan Greeks, like all other pa- 
gans, were entire strangers to the very idea involved in 
the word church ; and of course, when their old word was 
applied to a new idea, it must have a new meaning. But 
our Baptist brethren determine, that our Lord and his 
apostles shall not express any thii^ more by the word than 
the old pagan idea. There shall be no peculiar polity 
such as is meant by an organized church : there shall be 
only a " congregcuion^'^ or an " assembly*^ spoken of in 
the word of God. Mr. Wookey maintains that our trans- 
lators foisted in the word church " to support an ecclesias- 
tical establishment" (p. 93) ; and thereupon quotes Home 
Tooke to show that the very word " church" is " a most 
wicked one^ whose misinterpretation caused more slaugh" 
ter and pillage of mankind, than all the other cheats to- 
gether." According to th6 Baptist Bible Society, the 
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paipige in 1 Gor« ziL 28, vust be read, ^' Aiul God hadi 
f et some in the assembly — ^first apostles, secondaiilj pro- 
gliets," &c. But what assembly is here qpoken of, in the 
simple sense of assbi^bly % .Does not the apostle intend 
the whole universal polity of Christ's peculiar people on 
earth, of which our only word that expresses the trae idea 
is the word church ? So £^ph. i. 22, '* And gave him tiie 
head over all things to the ckurch^^^ would be robbed of 
ita meaning were we to read it ^^ Head over all thing? to 
the assemblyJ^ So in ]^ph. iii. 10, our translai^ii %» 
pjreisses the only true meaning, when it says^ '^ To Ite inr 
tent now, that unto the principalities and powers ia 
heavenly places, might be known by the church, ihe mfmir 
fold wisdom of God." 

Are our Baptist brethren in sober earnest, fighting 
against the very idea involved in the words *' Churchy" 
** The Church of God," as ^ unscriptural idea, not in* 
tended or ^^ressed by any word or worcjs in Holy Writ 1 
Is it then true, that there is no such idea in the New Tes- 
tament as that involved in the word churchy — an idea 
which is truly expressed by no other word than the word 
church,* or are our brethren covering up and concealing' 
that idea, by paring the meaning of the word.^^e^ in. 
the Holy Scriptures, down, tp the nude, idea of, a simple 
assembly or town meeting 1 

Is it true that Christ has no such thing^that which we 
have been accustomed to understa^;by the wojrd chptrfii, ; 
or has the word ekklesia changed its Meaning\xpaa.h^»§ 
adopted into the New Testapient Greek 1 What do o^< 
brethren mean % Is it " slaugkter^^^ '^ piUage," '' cheats" 
to talk about such a thing as a Baptist '^ Churcb V'* Why, 
I find in the constitution of the American and Foreign 
Bible Society, that the " Board of Managers" shall " con- 
sist of jthirty-six brethren in good standing in Baptist 
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CmmcBss !" And even Mr. Woolsey's boo^ is publiAed 
by special request of the ** Norwalk Baptist Church." 
Mr. Woolsey talks about "the Church" being " torn asun- 
der by infant baptism." Does he simply mean that the 
Assembly is torn asunder 1 What assembly 1 Indeed, 
what do our brethren mean \ Are they seeking "to unite 
diurch and state 1 Are they laying jdans for " slaughter*' 
and " pillage" and " cheats," by so constant a use of this 
"wicked" word, church;— or is all this ado about the 
word, and their proscription of it, in their glossary, mere 
talk and idle pretence : — a mere diversion, whose true ob- 
ject is to find some company for that poor banished word, 
baptize ; lest it should stand too naked in the glossary, and 
indicate their editions of the New Testament to be a mere 
Sectarian Baptist book 1 What is the true reason why 
our brethren insist upon making the Bible itself proscribe 
and banish that hapless word. Church, while they still 
continue to use it in relation to a thing which, if it has no 
scriptural foundation, is an arrant fraud upon the Christian 
world 1 

The change of meaning in many words of the Greek 
language, upon adapting it to the ideas and observances of 
a revealed religion, was a matter of necessity : and that 
aside fix)m the natural influence qf the Hebraic idiom. 
Carry the Gospel into China of Hindoostan t)r among the 
tribes of our American Indians ; it brings them a multitude 
of ideas which are peculiar to revealed religion. To ex- 
press these ideas, the old words of their language must receive 
a new meaning; ot they must coin new words; or they 
must adopt words from the language of those who brought 
them the new religion, or from some other quarter.* 

* Said^DAViD Brainbrd, ** There are no words in. the. Indian' 
lan^age to answer to oar English words, Lord, Savbr, Balvation» 
sinner, justice, condemnation, faith, adoption, glory, with scoresof 
like importance." 
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If, instead of ft new religion^ a new language ia cap- 
lied amongapeofde professing the true religion, the words 
of that new language receive a new meaning, the moment 
they are applied to the religious ideas and observances to 
which the language was before a stranger. Garry any 
heathen language into a Gospel land, or into a land of 
Hebrew rites, and of Hebrew ideas concerning the true 
Ood and revealed religion ; and it is impossible that the 
meaning of such words as are applied to these new ideas 
should not be even more obliged, than is the idiom of 
the language in the construction of phrases. Such is the 
fret with regard to the New. Testament Greek as compar- 
ed with the classic, or even with the common dialect 
which prevailed after the cimquests oi Alexander. 

Mr. Woolsey thinks he brings this subject '' within the 
cpmprehension of every child," by referring to the 
^Irish-English^' of an ^' Irishman, after having become 
acquainted with our language and able to speak it with 
fluency, yet you can detect them using phrases and words 
peculiar to their own vernacular tongue, and dissimilar to 
ours." This by no means meets the case, but is calculated 
entirely to mislead. The Irishman has religious ideas, to a 
great extent, in common with us. An AMcan or an In* 
dian might learn our language, and yet speak it in a man- 
ner peculiar to themselves. But wbat would be the effect 
upon their ovm language, when the. Christian religion has 
been once completely established' amcmg tbeml New 
ideas fill the mind of the benighted pagan ; and lift up his 
Uioughts to apgels — ^to heaven — ^to God. He thinks of re- 
demption, of &ith, of holiness. His thoughts, his hopes, 
his intellect, his tieart, — all are wonderfully transformed. 
^ Old things pass away : all things become new." Are 
hb lips sealed % Is he dumb 1 Are African converts never 
to speak to each other of the kingdom of God % The 
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wofds of tibeir langiiage remaining tiie same, md applied 
to these new and wonderful ideas, is their meaning the 
same 1 Is the whole change expressed by referring to 
the brogue of an Iritdunan whose mother tongue wehi 
Irish^-English, and whose ideas have never changed from 
pagan to Christian % 

That such was the effect of adapting the pagan Greek 
hmgiiage to the' Christian religion, any one may see, who 
will sit down patiently and turn over the leaves of a Lesi^ 
con of the New Testament, which adequately discrimi-^ 
natesand marks the transition. 

bideed, why do I put myself to the trouble of this 
protracted argument V Mr. Woolsey has l^iDs^]f admitted 
all that any Pedobaptist has ever asserted or desired to' 
piove^ on this subject. When he sajrs, (p. 123,) " But 
when such are informed, that many bassagbb are writtei 
in the most pure Greek, and that the ofiEATEl poriion of' 
the words are employed precisely in the sense as when 
fiMmd in clasnc authors ;" — ^he grants, that some passages^ 
are written not in the pure Greek coiistructicm ; and that 
some portion of the words is not iisred '' in the sense tui 
when found in the classic Greek authors." This is all 
that has been claimed ^ this is all I want 

THE INTENT AND BEARING OF THIS niSCUSSION CONCERNING 
THE CLASSIC USE, AND THE NEW TESTAMENT USQ. ^ 

The sole intent of all this discussion about the classic 
use, and the New Testament use, is to show that the wotd' 
Baptize in the New Testament may hdi>eleft its primary 
classic sigiiifieationy and have received a gbneMc, sACRSir' 
use^ cquivtderuto washing or purifying, ivithout the least 
reference to the mode in which that ^^ washing of wattf** 
is performed. Whether this be the &ct or not, is to be 
learned not from the Greek classics, but from the iie?r 
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Testament itself. As to this 'matter of &ct, Mark and 
Luke and Patd are better witness^fs concerning what they 
themselves undeistood by the word baptize, than Xeno- 
phon, Aristotle, or than even that Hebrew of Hebrews, 
the Jewish Josephus, when he is using the word in the 
sense of the Greek classics, with no reference to its sacred 
use as applied to a religious ordinance. 

Will any Baptist make an issue on this point j and 
maintain that Apostles and Evangelists are not to be heard 
in evidence 1 Will any Baptist maintain that Evangelists 
and Apostles may not explain their own meaning in just 
the same ivay that heathen Greeks may explain theirs 1 
Will any Baptist maintain, that where the testimony of 
the New Testament Writers differs from that of the hea- 
Aen Greeks, the New Testament witness is not to be 
heard before any heathen, and before all the the heathen 
classics together*? In fine, — the question here is,-^ 
Is the Holy Ghost a competent and credible witness as to 
the sense in which the Holy Ghost uses the word baptize 1 
If our Baptist brethren raise no issue on this question, then, 
I think, I can show beyond reasonable doubt, that 

*' God 18 his own interpreter, 
And he has made it plain," 

Aat baptism is not equivalent to immersion, in the word of 
God. 

THE QUESTION BROUGHT TO AN ISSUE. 

In Mark i. 9, it is written, " that Jesus came from Naas- 
aareth of Galilee, and was baptized of John in Jordan." 
In the original Greek the word for ^^was baptized^^ b 
ificarrnTBTi (ebaptisthe), — [let the form of the word be par- 
ticularly noticed.] Mr. Woolsey iiteists, p. I40, U^ 
that we shall translate this ^< was noiEESfiD of John ia 

2 
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Jordan.'' He says, p. 143, '^ He who ean^ resist the force 
of these scriptures, as teaching the immersion of Jesus in 
Jordan, must he under the controlling power of igno- 
rance, of pride, or of prejudice, or of some other influ- 
ence extraneous to the spirit of Christianity." It is not 
with the charity of this remark, nor with the argument 
contained in it, that I have here to do ; hut simply to call 
the attention of the reader- to Mr. Woolsey's finn assure 
ance, that the word tffaimtreri (ebaptisthe, a form of the 
^ verb baptize,) can and must be translated '^ was immerssd." 
He says, p. 69, '^ Baptize can be literally and explicitly 
translated into any language, which has the words im^ 
merse, dip^ or plunge^ or words equivalent to these." 
" Yea more," says he, p. 70, " I have diligently examined 
baptize, as to its being capable of a translation ; I have 
weighed the arguments which some few have uiged 
against its translation ; and it is my most deliberate con-- 
elusion^ that no word in the Greek Testament can be 
more easily expressed in English." (He means, — ex- 
pressed by the English word immerse,) He says, p. 131, 
'^ In respect to the word baptize^ it always and invariably 
is used in the sense to immerse^ whether in classic or 
sacred Greek." In common with his Baptist brethren, 
he breaks forth with the utmost vehemence against every 
thing short of a translation^ — a literaly explicit, and 
" faithful translation ;" no gloss, — no commentary,^ — 
no transferring ; but a true and explicit translation of 
the Greek word Baptizo by the English word immerse. 
" We maintain," says he, p. 77, " that a Bible with the 
Greek words Baptizo^ Baptisma, and their cognates 
untranslated^^ * * * ^' is a Bible mutilated and dis- 
guised.^^ 

Be it so. Let the word baptizo be translated by the 
word immerse : no glossing — ^^no commenting — no ^ cor- 
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recting and altering the diction of the Holy Ghost" 
Let Mr. Woolsey have all this in his own way, and the 
Bible speaks what^ — ^Mr. Woolsey himself being ju^, — 
is falsehood. 

In Mark i/ 9, we have the word effaimaer, (ebaptisthe), 
" was baptized." (Let the person who cannot read 
Greek, nevertheless carefully observe the form of the let- 
tens.) Mr. Woolsey insists that it shall be translated 
*^iff<i8 immersed.^^ 

. Turn now to Luke ii. 38, where we have the same 
word tPaiTTiaen (ebaptisthe) letter for letter, in all respects 
precisely the same. " And when the Pharisee saw it, he 
marvelled that he had not first washed be£>re dinner :" 
in the original, ePanTurSn (ebaptisthe),r-" that he had not 
first BEEN BAPTIZED before dinner." Will Mr. Woolsey 
translate it,^ '* the Pharisee marvelled" that Jesus had not 
first BEEN iMMEBSED before dinner 1 In Mark i. 9, he 
thinks it awful presumption, — -mutilating and disguising 
the Bible— ^" correcting and altering the diction of the 
Holy Ghost,"-^to translate s0aimoen (ebaptisthe) by any 
thing else^tfaan ''was immersed." Here, in Luke ii. 38, 
is precisely the same word, letter for letter, t^aimvefi (ebap- 
tisthe). Will. Mr. Woolsey translate it so here 1 I re- 
peat it : will Mr. Woolsey say, " The Pharisee marvelled 
that Jesus had not first been immebsed before dinner 1" 
No ; he holds that as untrue. He do^s not believe that 
it was the custom of the Je^ws to immerse themselves 
before eating, or when they came from the market ; or 
that it could have been a matter of wonder that Jesus or 
his disciples should once fail to immerse themselves, be- 
fore eating, when they had been in a crowd, or in the 
market. He dares not make a true translation here on 
his principles, and ejqplicitly and truly substitute the 
word immerse for the word baptize^. He well knows 
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that to do this would make the Bible speak what he be- 
lieves to be a £dbsiehood. Here, accordiDg to him, t^awtHn 
(ebaptisthe) does not. mean what be insists the self saxoe 
word shall mean in Mark i. 9. Here, according to him, 
ebaptisthe does not mean '*was immersed," or ^'had been 
immersed:" and so he does not give, and he dares not 
give, a simple and faithM translatian of the passage. He 
wraps it up : he gives a gloss : he substitutes a comraait 
of his own instead of the word of God. He says, p. 159^ 
"' From what has been remarked, you will have a more 
distinct understanding of another passage recorded by 
Luke, xi. 38, *■ The Savior, being invited to dine witii a 
Pharisee, to6k. his seat without (e0airrta9fi) having PLimoBi) 
HIS HANDS INTO WATER.' " The words " hauds" and " into 
water" are not in the original passage, or near it. Mr. 
Woolsey " ccnrects and alters the diction of the Holy 
Ghost" by inserting these words ; and does it for the pur- 
pose (unconsciously, perhaps,) of " covering up and con- 
cealing from plain English readers" the &ct, that the Holy 
Ghost here speaks plainly, fully, and undisguisedly, of a 
person^s being baptized, when, (as even Mr. Woolsey 
maintains,) the person was not immebseb. The Scrip- 
ture here predicates the baptism of the person. It says 
not a word about the hands. It does not affirm the bap- 
tism of the hands, or in the slightest manner allude to 
them : it affirms the baptism of the person. 

Mr. Woolsey knows, — every scholar knows, — ^that if to 
baptize means nothing but to immerse, then it is impossi- 
ble to give a grammatical and faithful translation of this 
passage, without making the Pharisee wonder that Jesus 
HIMSELF, (not simjdy his hands,) had not been first im- 
mersed before dinner. There is no escaping from this, 
without giving an unfaithful translation ; altering the dic- 
tion of the Holy Scriptul-es, and in effect adding to tile 
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word of God. Mr. Carson, the great oracle of the Bap- 
tists, maintains this. Mr. Judd, another learned Baptist, in 
his review of Professor Stuart, fakes this ground. Bud, 
Mr. Woolsey does not believe that it was the custom of the 
Jews to immerse themselves before dinner* He says, p. 158, 
^* Tkere is wa sufficient ground for beliemng that the 
Jews immersed their whole body when returning from 
the market.^'* For the purpose of performing <^e purifica- 
tion customary upon coming from the market, he says 
" Every family among the Jews provided themselves with 
water-pots^ as we read in John i. 6," and he quotes Dr. 
Lightfoot to show that these water-pots '** contained be- 
tween nine and thirteen gallons each," p. 156, — and in 
these the baptizing, whatever it was, he maintains, was 
performed. But to immerse the whole body in such wa- 
ter-pots is cleafly out of the question. It was impossible. 
In Mr. Woolsey's view, then, to make the Bible say that 
the ^^ Pharisee wondered that Jesus had not been immers- 
ed before dinner, is to make the Bible speak falsehood. 
When he comes to this passage, therefore, as I have said, 
"he gives no translation : he gives a -gloss : he makes a 
commentary : he sa3ns what the Holy Ghost did not say, 
and substitutes his own invention for the Word of God^ 
If Mr. WoQ^ey deems this representation of the matter 
incorrect ; if it is in his po^er to relieve himself of this 
difficulty, let him answer. Say, Mr. Wix^ey, what, on 
your principle, is the proper, grammatical, idthful thaits- 
LATioN of the word cffam-iaefi 1 Is it not ^ He wasy (or had 
been) immersed ?" Do not evade the question by mak- 
ing a gloss : — ^let us have not a comm^itary ; but a sim- 
ple, honest, and fitithfld translation of the word efiwTivBn 
(ebaptisthe) in Luke ii. 38. Do you not know^ that, on 
your principles, it mt^ be translated ^^had been immerS' 
ed V And do you not believe $ — ^have you not said, what 
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is equivalent to the direct assertion; — that to ^Ve this 
plain, simple, grammatical translation of the passage, and 
send it forth to the world without note or comment would 
make the Bible speak jfalsehood % 

. And what sort of interpretation is that, which, if you 
&ithfully translate the Bible according to it, will make the 
Bible speak an acknowledged falsehood 1 I venture to pre^* 
diet that we shall never have a version of the Bible. in 
English, in which baptize shall in all cases he. faithfully 
translated by the word immerse : and which shall be sent 
out to th^ world without gloss, note, or comment. At aU 
events, if such a version is ever issued, Mr. Woolsey is 
boimd to reject it and condemn it. 

On the supposition that Mr. Woolsey's coMment is cor- 
rect I that the tnatter of wonder was that Jesus had not 
first ^' plunged his hands into water :" then it is abscdute- 
ly certain, that a person is completely and fully baptized 
with no immersion of his body, but by simply plunging 
his hands into water. The Holy\ Ghost here affirms the 
baptism of the peihson as fully-r~as unequivocally — as ab- 
solutely — as he does when he says in Mark i. 9, that Jesus 
was baptized of John in Jordan^ . Nay, the original Scrip- 
ture uses the self same word without the alteration of a 
letter ; without a syllable of explanation $ with no ctrcuiQ* 
stance to modify or diminish the full meaning of the word 
baptize. And yet this baptism, Mr. Woolsey maintains 
truly—was (no more than) a dipping of the . hands. . By 
what rule can he certainly know, firom the meaning of 
Baptize alone, that the very same word^ when used to de* 
clare the baptism of Jesus by John, or of Paul by Annani- 
as, or of the eunudb by Philip, was an supplication of water 
more exten»ve or ti»orough than a dipping of the hands % 
With this explicit and imeqoivocal testhnouy of the Holy 
Spirit, as to ihe common meaning of baptize, how can 
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xmx Baptist brethren pretend that when our Savior com- 
mands us to be baptized be commands us to be immersed ; 
without altering the command of Christ, and adding to the 
W(xd of Grod ] 

THE EVIDENCE CONCLUSIVE. 

If this evidence stood entirely alone,^ even the^ it ifroiild 
be absolutely conclusive. Ten thousand times ten thou- 
sand heathen Greeks can nevjer set aside this sacred mean- 
ing of the word Baptize, even though they should be unani- 
mous in their testimony, that with them the word meant 
oaly to immerse. If Mr. Woolsey is correct as to what 
was done by -the Jews before eating when they came 
from the market, then it is undeniable that the witness of 
the Holy Ghost here implies that immersion was not, and 
of course cannot now be, easential to baptism.. M^. 
Wodsey says that what was ^done, was not an immersion 
of the body, but a dipping of the hands ; and the Holy 
Ghost imequivocally, nakedly, and simply calls what was 
so done, a Baptizing. Can any- mathematical demon- 
stration, then, be more plain than this proof of the fact: 
that in the word of Gpd an immersion is not essential to a 
baptism 1 

THE CONCLUSION FUETHEE COEROBOEATED, 

V 

But if you search through the word of. God, you will 
find everything answerable to this conclusion. Thus, in 
Mark vii. 3, 4, it is said, "And when they come from the 
market, except they wasky they eat not." The word 
wash is in the original /Sanriaaivrai (Baptisontai) Baptize 
THEMSELVES.. The verb is in the Middle Voice (neither 
active nor passive,) and being used without a noun denot- 
ing the object of the action, it indicates that the agents 
perform the action for, or upon, themselves. Every 
Greek scholar knows that if the word baptiz^y means im- 
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merscy the only proper translation of the word as here 
used, is, "Except they immerse themselves^ People 
may explain it, as Mr. Woolsey does, by saying that the 
meaning is, except they dip their hands \ but that is mere 
commentary; it is "altering the diction of the Holy 
Ghost," it is not "faithfully translating:' The Holy 
Ghost af^bms the baptism of the persons^ not of the hands* 
If it be correct commentary, to say that it wean*, except 
they wash, or purify, or immerse their hands ; then the 
Holy Ghost here witnesseth, that a washing, purifying, 
or immersion of the hands, is, to the full meaning of bap- 
tize, a baptism of the person. The baptism is predicated 
of the person ; and it is " covering up and concealing from 
a mere English reader,^' the witness of the Holy Ghost 
concerning the proper import of the Word baptize, to put 
the word ^^hands" into the text in this passage. No gram- 
matical construction, no pure and faithful translation^ al» 
lows the baptism here to be predicated of the hands. 

JUDD ON ISIAEK, VH. 4. 

Mr. Judd in his learned reply to Stuart, p. 25, trans- 
lates the passage, " And when they come from the market, 
except they fiamiauiVTat, BAPTIZE THEMSELVES." In the 
same manner he makes the Pharisee in Luke xi. 38, won- 
der that Jesus had not been baptized before dinner. As 
Mr. Judd maintains that baptize must and shall m^an im- 
merse, he maintains that baptize not only may have its 
usual meaning here, but that " that meaning is absolutely 
required by the scope and harmony of the passage :" i. e., 
he will make the Scripture here testify that the Pharisees 
and all the Jews immersed their whole bodites before eat- 
ing, as often as they came from the market. " Surely," 
says he, p. 37, "the Jews could have immersed themi- 
selves after coming from the market." Surely th^y could^ 
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if they never went from the market, and took their meals 
where they could not. But Mr^ Judd mistakes the ques* 
tion. The inquiry .should he, not whether they surely 
could immerse thenxselves, but whether they surely did. 
It is not necessary to show that the act of immersion was 
physically impossible : the proper inquiry is, not whether 
it was impossible to he done, but whether it can possibly 
be true that it was actually done. Surely the Jews coufd 
have eaten Stephen like cannibals after they had -stca^ 
him ; for the thing waS' not impossible ^o be dome : but 
it is impossible that it should be trueihsit it was done. 
Of such a custom of immersing the whole body as often 
as th6y came froin the market, there is. not a scrap of evi* 
dence in the wide world, except in this assumed meaning 
of the Word baptize. The manners and customs of the 
Jews have been well knoiyn from that day to this; ^md 
no such custom was evet^known or heard of, till invent^ 
ed BSSL historical iact necessary to help the Baptists out 
t)f this difficulty. We may say with Mr. Woolsey, p. 1X4 
(and Mr. Woolsey, at least, will join with ^us in making 
this application, of his languaj^e,) "such a scheme to sup* 
port" immerstpn "for baptism is of very recent invention, 
and can be but of short duration." Mr. Woolsey rejects 
this historical " invention," tmd says, p. 158, " There is 
not sufficient ground for believing t/Mt the Jews immers^ 
ed their whole body when returning fromjthe market, ^^ 

Here tlie Holy Ghost saith, "that the Pharisees and all 
the Jews, when they come from the market, except they 
SAPTizE THEMSELVES, eat not." Mr. WopLsey thereupon 
says, " There is not sufficient ground for believing that 
they immersed their whole body."^ The conclusion 
should be, that Mr. Woolsey must either alter the word 
of God, or give up immersion as essentisd to baptism ; or 
impeach the veracitj of the Holy Ghost. This is a hard 
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aRemative, but Mr. Woolsey, by denying the custom of 
immersion upon coming from^ the market, must of neces- 
sity infix himself upon on^ of the forks of this trident. 

45AaSON ON MARK, YIU 4f^ 

So Carson thinks, he. sees the entire want of historical 
evidence to support the notion that the Jews immersed 
their whole bodies as often as they came from the market. 
He sees the difficulty in supposing that a custom which no 
body erer heard of, was so common among the Jew^, as 
to be a matter of wondei" and remark that Jesus or his dis- 
ciples should once omit it be^sre eating- He sees the 
difficulties and feels them; but he has determined that 
baptize shall mean immerse; and the grammatical qonr 
struction absolutely forbids him to predicate the baptism 
of the hands, or of any thing else than the whole person. 
Before him is danger, but behind him is perdition. He 
screws himself up to the desperate venture. He knows ; 
— ^as a scholar; — as an honest man, — ^he knows,— that 
there is no giving a fair grammatical translation of these 
passages, without either giving up immersibn for baptism ; 
or impeaching the veracity of the Holy Qhost ; or main- 
taining the hard alternative of affirming, what is still 
harder to be believed, that the Pharisee; and all the Jews 
never used to eat when they came from the market, ex- 
cept they had immersed their whole bodies. Give up im- 
,mersion, he will noi Reject the testimony of the Holy 
Ghost, he dares not. He, therefore, screws^ himself up for 
tiie alternative. While he stands poising upon the brink 
of the precipice, the renowned George Campbell stretches 
out the hand for his relief. Affirm, says Campbell, " that 
the immersion is predicated of the hands ;"--*and offers his 
mighty shield and buckler, and his mightier name, to pro- 
tect and countenance his brother in such an escape. frigm 
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the' dilemma. But, Carson is too well informed, and too 
honest, to resort to what he believes a mere subterfuge. 
He rejects the proffered aid. Down the precipice he leaps ; 
— ^and, according^ to Mr- Woolsey, carries the Baptist 
cause,-^if it must go with him, — ^to perdition: for in his 
opinion, tiiere was no such custom as that which Carsc»i 
is obliged to maintain ; and the proof of that custom iail- 
ing, Carson's argument sinks into a miserable grave. 

MB^. WOOLSEy's choice OF ALTERNATIVES. 

iBut what is the alternative which Mr. Woolsey is ob- 
liged to adopt % . The one from which Carson, " inferior 
in learning and research to none of the Ba|)tists," shrunk 
back with horror; rejected as utterly untenable; and de- 
nounced as " nothing but an ingenious device^ without any 
authority from the genius and practice of the language.'* 
Mj. Woolsey rests on ground at which Carson himself 
would wield a thunderbolt ; to which Judd scorns to des- 
cend ; and on which, no one, who maintains it, is able to 
give a ikithful translation of the passages in Mark vii. 4, 
and Luke si. 38, without making the Bible speak, what 
those who take the ground admit to be, Msehood. 

THE BAPTISTS AT WAR WITH EACH OTHER. 

Here we have Carson and Judd pitted against Camp- 
bell and Woolsey ; the house divided against itself on a 
point which is decisive of the whole question. Carson 
and Judd give up the notion of limiting the baptism to the 
hands : Campbell and Woolsey give up the custom of an 
immtersion of the body as often as the Jews come from the 
market. The work of destroying their mutual errors is 
done to our hands ; and the truth comes out clear, that the 
Scriptures do not consider immersion as at all necessary to 
baptism ; for to make it so, compels us either to alter the 
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jdain diction of the Scripture9, or to make them speak aif 
admitted falsehood. 

How comes it to pass that these mighty champions so 
come into conflict with each other % Hear Mr. Woolsey, 
(p. 7.) " All error, when seeking to wear the aspect of 
troth) comes in contact with truth itself. Truth and error 
can never he made to harmonize ; the former will con- 
tinually show a just repugnance to the latter, and the lat' 
ter will as continually cross the path of the former." Bap- 
tists, — " Are not united among themselves as to what me- 
thods and arguments they shall adopt to sustain their un- 
happy position.* What is cherished hy one, is discarded 



* Oar Baptist brethren conflict with each other on other impor. 
tant points. Mr. Woolsey insists that the famous passage ** Bu- 
ried with him by baptism into , death/' so plainly refers tu the mode 
of baptism, that every one must sse it ; and declares that ** If bap. 
tiscn (here does not mean a ** literal** burial and resurrection, thm 
is Christ not risen ;*' and proiyBhing and faith are ** vain," p. 2iU. 
But the famous Baptist historian Kobinson, and Dr. Judson^ so long 
a missionary in the East *' both admit that this passage is misap- 
plied, when used as evidence of the mode of baptism." [Hamilton 
p. 95.] 

So again, Mr. Woolsey maintains that the disciples spoken of in 
Acts ziz., were not re-bapti2ed ; imputes to us the' intention of 
excluding ** the holy John,** with all the repenting and believing 
converts that followed his instruction, from the Christian dispen. 
sation ; and of sot <* allowing** even Christ, " the captah) of salva- 
tion,*' and the great Head of the church,' to have been a member of 
the same ; declares that it required more than a tsimple pious Chris- 
tian to have invented such a eckeme.^ savoring more of daring DisioNf 
than of ardent love and ** attachment to the Divine Redeemer.** 
And yet Professor Ripley of the ' Baptist 'theological Institute, at 
Newton, Mass. says, '*'It never seemed to me right to represent 
this verse as the language of Paul, informing these men what wai 
usually done in the days of John the Baptist. A reader net think- 
iog of the ooptroversy respecting the verse, could hardly fail to 
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hy another. What (me advances in support of their pe- 
culiar views, is utterly rejected by ^another as insufficient 
and untenable. Some feel it the part of candor to con- 
cede what others have not the ingenuousness to ackiiow* 
ledge. And thus, in several ways, they manifestly ^how 
that their rock is not as our rock, they themselves, being 
judges." 

OB. GEORGE CAMPBELL ON MASK, Vn. 4, AND LTTKE XI. 38. 

The learned George Campbell, whom our Baptist breth- 
ren are so fond of quoting on these passages in Mark vii. 
4fy and Luke zi. 38, gets along with them no better than 
Mr. Woolsey. / 

He is about the work of translating the -New-Testa- 
ment ; and he is determined beforehand that baptize must 
mean exclusively immerse. 

' Mark says, that the ^' Pharisees and all the Jews, when 
they come from the market, except they baptize them" 
$elves^ eat not." Mr. Campbell does no believe, that they 
immersed themselves as often as they came from the mar- 
ket What does he do 1 Does he give a grammatical and 
&ithful translaiion of the word baptize 1 He dares not 
He believes that such a translation, giving to baptize the 
s^ise of immerse, will make the Bible speak &lseh6od. He 
gives no translation : he makes a gloss : he gives a com- 
mentaiy, and ^'corrects and alters the diction" of the 
Scriptures by substituting his comment in the place of the 
words which the Holy Ghost teacheth. And this is his 



understand it, as the language of Luke the historian, relating that, 
after Paul had conversed with these men, they were baptized in 
the name of the Lord Jesui ; and that be then laid his hands op 
thtfm, with which actioik wis connected the imparting of the Holy 
Ghoit** [ExmUnathn of Stuart, p. 144.1 

3 
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comment — ^for no scholar, L trust, will ever venture to 
<^ it translation. " For the Pharisees, and indeed all 
the Jews who observe the tradition of the elders, eat not 
except they have washed their hands bt pouring a uttlb 
WATER UPON TH£M !" The words, " by pouring a liitU 
toater on them^^'* are not in the original ; they are inserted 
by Mr. Campbell. And, in the name of wonder, I would 
demand does the word Nurru (JVipto) necessarily limit the 
mode of wsishing to " pouring a little water on the hands 1'^ 
Does it not mean to wash ; and simply ^^ wash ;" without 
referring in the least to the mode ; whether by pouring 
the water on the hands, or by dipping them 1 But liet m 
go on with Mr. Campbell's translation : " For the Phari- 
sees, and indeed all the Jews who observe the tradition of 
the elders, eat not except they have washed their handt 
by pouring a little water upon them : and when they, 
come from the.maricet, by dipping them." Does he call 
tins a translation of the words nn 0aimet}vrat 1 Does the 
verb baptizo then mean, to dip the hands 1 I repeat it : 
a comment this may be ; but it is no simple nor fiuthftd 
translation of the word of God. Nor can a &ithful trans* 
lation of the passage be made, giving to baptize the mean* 
ing of immerse, without making the passage speak that 
which Mr. Campbell held as not true. Carson is ri^xt, 
and must have the judgment of every unbiassed ncholar in 
his &vor, that Campbell's notion of making this baptiam 
refer to the hands by dipping them, is " an ingenious de- 
vice, without any authority from the genius and prac- 
tice of the language." 

Campbell's translation of Luke xi. 38, is still more re- 
markable. Luke, inspired by the Holy Ghost, says, " The 
Pharisees marvelled that Jesus had not first been baptiz- 
td before dinner" (t0airric0f,)- Which Campbell tiiOi 
translates : ^' But the Pharisee was surprised to observe 
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diat he USED no washing before dinner." Here thedich 
tuiction between washmg and dipping cannot be pretendr 
ed: and what becomes of Campbell's argument about 
^ immerse" as being the oolj proper meaning of the word 
" baptize 1" Here the Scripture says, The Pharisee mar- 
velled that Jesus had not been baptized before dinner. 
Campbell dares not translate the word baptize here by the 
word immerse : nor does he find it possible to introduce 
4fae word '^ hands .*" The first would make the Bible speak 
^dsehood, and tha latter would be too gross an '^ alteratiqn 
of the diction of the Holy Ghost" He therefore ^ves up 
all talk about immersing or dipping — ^and says " He used 
NO WASHING before dinner :" and so y^ after all, driven on to 
the veiy ground adopted in our common English translation. 

PaOFBSSOB BIPLE7 ON ICARK vii.. 4, AND LUKE xi. 38. 

The remarks of Professor Ripley on these two passages, 
in his examination of Professor Stuart, are, it seems to me, 
as curious a piece oi non-committal, and of tripping lightly 
over ground on which one dares ' not tread firmly, as can 
be found in the whole compass oi Biblical criticism. 

He thinks the passage in Mark may be rendered, *^ with- 
out the least violence to its language," so as to make it 
read that the Pharisees and all the Jews immerse their 
whole bodies as often as they come from the market. May 
be rendered! without violence to the language!, /^.that 
Ae proper readingl Is that the ^rt«^A, concerning what 
was customarily done by the Jews upon coming from the 
market 1 Does Professor Ripley believe that such a custom 
was so universal and so invariable among the Jews, as to 
make it a matter of wonder, that Jesus should sit down to 
^ner without having first iminersed his whole body] 
Hear him. " That some of the stricter sort, that many, 
enough to justify the Evangelist's genend expression, <Ud 
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practise total ablution on the occasion mentioned, is alto* 
gether credible." Some — of the stricter sort! 

fhany ! enough to justify the Evangelist ! ^ altogether 

credible ! Then Professor Ripley dares not join, without 
misgiving, in affirming that '' ail the Jews" had the cus- 
tom of immersing themselves when they came from the 
market 1 No. He says, ^' In the absence of clear sadsfying 
proof it is not becoming. to make positive assertions." 
How is this 1 The word baptize mean exclusively im- 
mene : — ^the Holy Ghost affirm that they baptize them> 
selves ; — ^and yet no ^' clear satisfying proof that they im- 
memed themselves ! Is the witness not a credible one, ca 
is there some doubt whether the -wore? means immerse 1 
But Prctfessor Ripley says he is by no means satisfied that 
this is a " necessary view of the passage," viz. that they 
immersed themselves. " Jfecessary /" Will he hold to it 
at all 1 We shall see. But says he again, '^ However 
striking the language of Mark may, by some, be consider- 
ed, as recognizing such a practice, (and the language is 
certainly coincident with such a practice, especially 
when we look at it by the investigations respecting bap* 
tize on the preceding pages,) yet I am not disposed to urge 
fif." Not disposed to urge itl Does he believe it \ Will 
he venture to stand upon that ground ] Will he venture 
either to affirm it or deny it % No — ^He dares not rest upon 
either ground, and make the Bible read either, ^^ except 
they immerse themselves}^'* or, ^^ except they immensie 
their hands.^^ He gently feels the ground of the first with 
his jfbot, but dares not venture upon it. He then poises 
himself and presses with the other foot upon other ground j 
but he dares not rest updn this and abandon the first 
With regard to the first he says, '^ In the absence of cleaTi 
satisfying proo^ it is not becoming to make any positive 
assertions:" ^'the language is coincident^^ with such a 
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yiactice:" '^ it wtay be so r^bdered wiihout the least vuh 
Unce .*" " yet I am not dispoeed to urge it." With regard 
to the second he says," But assuming the ground, that the 
evangelist did not intend to distingui^ a total bathing 
from a partial washing,! I agaiti inquii^e did he distinguish 
one sort of partial washing, from another sort of partial 
washing, one of which sorts was performed by dipping the 
hands into water.^^ And yet, assuming this ground, he 
aMames it only to argue : he reaches back to the other, 
and reminds us again that hie has ^^ already said that the 
word 6aKTt9o»9rat in this passage, '^ mat without Ajsm 
violencb" be conndered as distinguishing a total immersion 
fiom a washing of the hands. Thus he will venture foiv 
ward to argue upon one ground, jn-oTided he may keep 
open a safe retreat to the other. How firmly he may feel 
Hke ground under him may be inferred by his evident con- 
cern to keep open a retreat to the ground on which, 
alas, he is afraid to stand ; and concerning which he ad- 
mits that there is an ^' absence of clear, satisfying proof." 

Standing thus with light and uncertain tread upon both 
grounds, he is compelled io make the Bible give an un* 
certain sound : and while professing to .fix the sense with 
critical accuracy, he actually proposes to make it read, in 
both passages, with an. alias. After the word baptiae, 
(wash) in Mark vii. 4, (which he would read ^^ immerse, 
or toAe,") he says, ^^ The word hands may be considered 
as understood,, or the word themselves may be understood/' 
There is an '^ absaice of clear satisfying proof that they 
immersed themselves; and he is notcertain that they sim- 
ply immersed their hands. So he would split the differ^ 
ence by making the Bible read both ways, putting in an 
AUAS. In the same manner, in Luke zi. 38, he proposes 
the iotroduction of the same double reading fiir one singl0 
word. '^ Jtnd when the Pharisee saw cr, he marvelled 
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thai he had not first washed before dinner: that he had 
not fiist IMMERSED, that is, himself ob his hands." 

I have some fault to find with Professor Rijdey's criti* 
cinn, cm the score of grammatical accuracy ; for this, too, 
it appears to me, he has sacrificed on the altar of exclusive 
immersion. 

Says Professor Ripley, " The verh {Pearrwtavrai) is in the 
middle Toice ; and as Uiere is ho object es^ressed after i^ 
it would be lawful^ in order to express the Greek, to em* 
ploy, as Professor Stuart has, the word themselves as being 
contained in the verb itself." This is correct, save that 
instead of simply being Imrfnd^ to (jlo as Professor Stuart 
has done, it is indispensable to do so, unless you can trans- 
late it by an English word, which like the Greek Middle 
voice of a transitive jverb, has a reflexive sense, implying 
that the agent is himself both the subject and the object of 
the verb. Thus, if we say, "Except they wash ;— Ae 
meaning is except they wash themselves :■ or if we say 
except they^d^Ac/" Ae object of the bathing is still 
themselves. But in what follows, it appears to me that 
I^fessor Ripley is most palpably and indefensibly m the 
wrong. He says, " As the verb vixpoirrat (wash) in the 
fbrmer part of the passage, has, in the middle voice, an 
object {x*^9^9^hands) after ^it, it is certainly justifiabiej 
to maintain, that the verb in the latter part of the pas- 
gage, 09«»Ti<y&»rrat) has the same word understood after it for 
its object." 

Now the middle voice does indeed admit an object after 
it, as in the case of vitpwrrat. It would ther^re have been 
justifiable for the writer to have plac^ an object after 
fiawri9avTai,-~had his meaning allowed it. But when the 
writer omits the object in such a case, and the meaning of 
the word is still reflexive, the subject of the verb is its im- 
/]£ed object. When the writer in such a case omita to 



y 



BAPTIST EBSCRS* 36 

express another object, we pervert his meaning, if we unr 
derstand or supply an object other than the one implied in 
the very form of the verbj — which makes its object iden- 
tical with its agent. Thus Professor Stuart has most gram- 
matically read the word ^«»rrt<r«j»rat (Baptisontai) "they 
wash themselves.^^ And it certainly is not " justifiable ;'* 
—it is a flagrant violation of the rules of grammar, to 
supply, as ftofessor Ripley has done, the word hands in- 
stead of themselves. 

In Luke xi. 38, the word is in the passive voice. It 
not only has not the word " hands" after it, but does not 
admit Ihe word to be supplied as its object The gram- 
matical rendering is, " that he had not been baptized,^ The 
passage in Mark vii. 4, shows that under such circum- ' 
stances, people baptized themselves ; (they did it for 
themselves ; they were not baptized by others.) Hence, it 
is doing justice to the meaning, to say, without being tied 
down to grammatical nicety, — "that he had not firat 
wcbshedy^ or " that he had not first washed himself,'*^ This 
does not change the object concerning which the baptism 
is affirmed. But to supply the word hands, os Professor 
Sipley proposes, is to take an unwarrantable license. It 
does violence to the grammatical construction, and changes 
the object of the affirmation. It is quite as gross a viola- 
tion of grammatical usage, as thou^ the passage were 
made to read yn. English, " That he had not first been bap' 
fixed his hands?^ I will only add, that the word hands 
18 not in this passage, or near it. The word baptize used 
alone and simpl}^ as it is here used by Luke, has no in* 
herent quality by which it should be thought to be limited 
in the action which it expresses totlie hands alone. The 
word hands is imported through the channel of commen- 
tary; and commentary elaborated, as I think I have 
shown, by a process of bad criticism. 
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TBB CONCLUSION. 

Aftet a careful examination of these passages, and care* 
fully weighing all that has been said upon them by every 
Baptist author within my reach, I am utterly unable to 
conjecture a reason why I should doubt, that the, word 
baptize in these passages does not mean immerse, and 
cannot be so translated without either corrupting the t^st^ 
or making the Bible speak falsehood. It may be con- 
sidered, I think, a matter beyond question, that if C^p- 
bell, or Ripley, or Woolsey could have given a ffuthfid 
translation of these passages — rendering the word baptize 
truly uid explicitly by^the word immerse —r they would 
by no means have ^ed to do so. If Carson or Judd had 
seen any way to escape, from the difficulty, without 
making the passage affirm what they evidently found it 
so difficult to believe, and what, many of their brethren 
deem a &lsehood, they would certainly have availed 
themselves of that way of escape. 

If the £rst of these things is possible to be done, let it 
be done now. Let us take no advantage of what may, 
perhaps, be claimed to be an oversight : — if a translation 
of these passages can be- given,^ on the principle of ex* 
pUcitly and faithfully substituting the word immerse for 
the original word baptize,-^a translation which shall 
neither substitute a human commen,t for ihe word of God, 
nor make the Bible speak falsehood,— in the name of 
truth let it be done. But if this cannot be done, then 
our Baptist brethren must give it up as absolutely certain, 
that, according to the Word of God, immersion is not 
essential^ to baptism. If such a translation cannot be 
made, then it is absolutely certain ths^t when the Scrip* 
tore speaks of the baptism oi' Jc^s^ or of the eunuch, or 
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of the jailer, or of Paul, or of any other persons, it is not 
to be understood as meaning that they were immersed, 
through any virtue of the word baptize.. If it should be 
8iq)posed or proved J that any were baptized by immersion, 
still it is certain that the baptism did not lie in the mode 
of immersion ; but that immersion was baptism only as it 
was a mode of washing, or of purifying by a ceremonial 
application of water. If such a translation cannot be 
made, then it can no longer be a matter of question, that 
our Baptist brethren, in making immersion esserUud to 
baptism, have commanded that which Christ never re* 
quired, and added to the Word of God. 

BAPTIST MISSIONARY TBANSLATI0N8. 

Our Baptist brethren claim that '^ to th6m is committed 
the sole guardianship of pure and faithful translations of 
the oracles of God into the languages of the earth.''^^ 
I should like to know how their foreign translations of 
these two passages, in Mark vii. .4< and Luke xi. .38, read. 
Do they make the Pharisees and all the Jews immerse 
themselves as often as they come from the market % or do 
they make them simply dip their hands! Which c^ 
these two acts do our Baptist brethren — " the sole guar- 
dians of pure and fidthfid translations" — teach the hea- 
then is the baptism which the Holy Ghost speaks of in 
Mark^vii. 41 Do they teach the heathen to believe that 
the Pharisee marvelled that the Savior had not immersed 
himself before dinner ; or that he had not dipped his 
hands before dinner % Methinks the '^ guardians of pure 
and faithftil translations"! should agree in this nutter. 



* Am. and For. Bible Soc. Rep., 1840, p. 79. 
t Say* Profemor Eaton in, bis speech before the Baptist Bible 
Society at their anniversary, (Report of Am. and For. Bible Soe., 
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In&Ilibility riiould not be divided ; and Where it is so, the 
di^sion shows that neither paity is infallible. The truth 
may lie on neither side. 

.With these coadjutors ; Cam}[^ell and Woolsey on my 
right hand, and Carson and Judd on my left, I should like 
to go and knock at the door oi the Baptist Foreign Missicm- 
ary establishments, and inquire -r Brethren, how do yoia 
translate the word of God'i If they answer — ^We make 
the Bible say that the Pharisees and all the Jews immerse 
themselves ^3 often as diey come £x>m the market: then 
Campbell and Woolsey shall reply: — ^Brethren, this is not 
right, you make the word of God speak falsehood. If the 
missionaries answer, We make the bible say that the 
Pharisees and all the Jews dip tJteir Aa;i(/^ simply, when 
they come from the market ;— then the brethren on my 
left shall reply ; — Carson and Judd shall: make answer ; — 
^' Brethren, the word of Ood says that the Pharisees and 
all the Jews, immerse themselves^ ^ before eating, as often 
as they come from the market ;" and you haVe given no 
fiiithful translation. You have corrupted the word of 
God. You have " corrected and altered the diction of the 
Holy Ghost." From the sword of the brethren, — either 



p. 79.) ** Kever. sir, wai there a chord struck that vibrated simnP 
taneoasty throof h so many Bhptxst hearts, from one extremity of 
t)M land to the other, afl when it was anaounced that tA« hmikm 
world must look to them alone for an unveiled view of the glories nf 
Ae gospel of Christ,** '* A deep conviction seized the tninds of 
iUmost the vshde hody^ that they were divinelt and peculiarly sit 
for the defence and dneemkiatioh of the gospel, as delivered to 
men by its Heavenly Author. A new zeal in their Master's 
cause, and unwonted kindlings of fraternal love glowed in their 
hearts ; and an attracting and concentrating movement, reachhig 
to the utmost extremity of the mass, began, and has been going 
on and Increasing in power ever since/' 
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of those on mj right hand or of tho^ on my left, the 
miflsionary translators cannot escape. And now having 
proved the missionary translation unfaithful— the hretluren 
on my right and the brethren on my left 9hall turn their 
aims against each other.* These shall, demcmstrate that 
those have made the Bible speak &lsehood ; those shall 
demonstrate that these have di^ised and corrupted the 
word of God. Neither can resist the assault of the other : 
each scheme is certainly and totally destroyed, ^d 
wben the battle is fought, in which I have nothing to do 
but to stand still and wait the issue — ^when the battle is 
fiju^t, till each party is so beaten that he can fight no 
longer ; I would take them by the hand, and say. Brethren, 



*'Prof. Eaton of Hamilton Baptist Institute, in his speech before 
the Baptist Bible Society, at their anniversary in 1840, [See Report 
of Aid Society, 2' '74,] «ay«, ««The translfttion'* of th« Baptist 
HisMionariea ** ia so undeniably correct,** that its incorrectness .eould 
nut be *" pretended,*' *' wiihout committing the objectors^ character 
far scholarship and candor, ^* Who are they, sir,'* said he, *' who 
cavil about the plain meaning of the original word whose tranr- 
lation is so offensive 7 Are they the Porsons, and the Campbells, 
and the Greenfields, and such liks ?*' <«No sir,**-*-" Bbt the cavil- 
lers, sir, are men who, whatever may be their standing in other' 
respects, have no reputation as linguists and phUoLogists to lose* 
There really can be no rational dojubt in the mind of any sound and 
candid Greek scholar, about the evident meaning of the words in 
question, . I venture to say, at the risk of the little reputation for 
Oreek scholarship whieh Ipossess, that there arc no words of plain, 
er Import in the Bible. The profane tampering which has been 
apidied to these words,*' &.c. 4&c. 

I shall not dispute here, that all this may be very modest and 
oatholic. It is at least such matter as the American and Foreign 
Bible Society are wilting to append to their report and publish to 
the world. But I should like to see which side Prof. Eaton would 
tftke amid these eombatants ; -and in what plight be would stand 
wiMa the battle b over, take which side he would. 
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aband(»i the ground on which you must mutually destroy 
each other, or else fight on forever. Do you not see that 
each is defenceless in his own, position ; and irresistible 
when he attacks that of the other 1 Between you both 
the inxQi comes out clear ; that baptism is not necessarily 
immersion ; and that While you endeavor /to make it so; 
you are on the one hand compelled to make thie Bible 
speak &lsehood ; and on the other, to alter and corrupt 
th^ word of God. 

And what shall they do % Shall they make peace on 
the only rational ground 1 Or shall one yield his judg^ 
ment to the other, and vote that one opinion to be in^dli* 
ble 1 Or for the sake of saving the Baptist cause, shall 
they strike hands and be made friends : agreeing, on the 
one party, to allow the Bible to ^peak falsehood, provided 
itmay only speak immersion^; and agreeing, on the other 
party, provided immersion may be retained, to admit the 
word of God to be altered, and disguised and corrupted, 
by "an ingenious conceit, without any authority from the 
practice of the language", in which the New Testament 
was written 1 

I would respectfully ask our Baptist brethren to look 
into this matter^ I would respectfully call their attention 
to the necessity laid upon them in their present position, 
of falling upon one of the three points of the alternative, 
which here presents itself to them. With their present 
disagreement, in which a part of them side with Carson 
and Judd, and a part with Campbell and Woolsey, it is 
impossible for them to give a faithful translation, on the 
Baptist principle, without entering into a compromise, 
which shall either make the Bible speak falsehood, or else 
alter and pervert the sacred diction of the word of God. I 
would respectfully surest to the brethren of each of the«e 
two parties, the necessity of looking into these foreign tran»- 
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kiAionai and of taking heed, lest in their zeal to maintatn 
immersion, they uncoiucioiiily. fall into sudli a ^ompio- 
misetas this. It surely becomes them to whom '^ is com- 
mitted the sole guardianship of puie ^md idthfultransla- 
tions of the oracles of- Grod, intp' the languages oi the 
etfdi," to be careful and uncompromising here. 

THE PBOOF CUMULATIVE. . ^ 

I consider the proof from these passages in Mark vii. 4, 
and Luke xi. 38, absolutely conclusive and irrefragable, 
that neither the apostles nor the Holy Ghost "svhich. in- 
spired them,, considered the w<»d baptize, as denoting a 
sacred ritUal, to mean necessarily immerse ,* or an immer- 
•ion to be easential to baptism. But this proof stands not 
akme. It is largely and unequivocally corroborated in 
olher pasmges of Scripture. 

As^my present design is not to argue this matter over 
again, I must content myself with briefly referrmg to some 
of these passages and to some other sources of proof. 

In my published discourses on Baptism, I have exhibit- 
ed, in brie^ (pp. 54, 55,) the argument from the ^^ Divers 
Bc^ums^^ sp6kffia of in Heb. ix. 10. By a course of ar- 
gument entirely different from that iwhicfa I have employ- 
ed, President Beecher has shoura, I think beyond dispute, 
that thede ^'Baptisms" refer to things which certaiijy 
were not immersions. The substance of his argument is 
this : . 1. '^ The whde passage relates to the effects of the 
Mosaic ritual entirely on persons j and not oa tAings,^^ 
% '^ The ' Baptisms' are spoken of as enjoined, as well as 
other rites. But of persons, no imiviersions at all juI£ 
ilnjoined under the Mosaic ritual." '^.No wadu^g of 
persons isever enjoined " by the word tabd^ to immesney 
even in a single instance, nor by any word that denotes 
immemaa — bv^as I thmk, widiout exceptkn, by the 

4 
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won} Rahkaesj which denote« to lOdwA, "without any rdbr-^ 
encfe to mode." ''Tbooe who read the English vernon 
mi^ suppose that, where the direction to bathe occun^ 
immersion is enjoined.; but in eveTj such case the original 
is only to Wash." Mr. Beecher does not deem it nece^ar 
ry to deny that the bathing might somejtimes'hi^ye bei^n 
done by immersion ; but affirms that immersion could not 
be deemed necessary froih any thing expressed or implied 
in the command.- The command being to^waihj o€ puri- 
fy -^ the mode was not a matter of command. 

Even immersion would be no compliance with Uie cam> 
mand, save only as it, was a mode of washing. The wcHrd 
used inthe command,4s the same as that used in^Gren. xviii. 
4, ''Let a little water, I pray yoU, be fetched and wash your 
fe^;" Gen. xliii; 31. ''And he washed liis face and 
went out" So Levit. xiv. 9. " Also, he shall wash Jus 
flesh in water, and he shall be clean." 

President Beecher here meets the Baptists on their own 
ground^ and shows that, if Ftiul refers to thes^ bathings 
when he speaks of " Baptisms" — even then Jhe cannot 
mean ^*' immersiona,^'* But Paul does not specify the 
bathing as any part of what he means ^ but he does spe- 
cify the " sprinkling." He does not say that the bathing 
^ sanctifieth to the puri^ng of the flesh," but he says it 
is '^The blood of bulls and gpats, and tHe c^hes.of the 
heifer spsimsling the unclean, that sanctifidth." 

On ei^er ground, these ^^ Divers Baptisms*^ are not 
immersiona ; and to translate the word dairri<riioit (Baptis- 
moiis) here, by the word immersions^ is to corrupt and 
fijsify the word of God. I need not refer here to the 
ba^ptisms of tables^ (couche8,)'and show how hard our Bap- 
tist brethren find themselves pushed to bi^ able to miJce 
that a plausible reading, which makes the 'Bible speak of 
the ^iMXBssioiYS ofcouches,^^ 1 need not 9peak of bll the 
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startling and revolting ideas oiftnided upon the mind by 
ttie very thought of making ^^ baptized with the Holy 
Ghost," read " immersed in the Holy Ghost." 

scbifturax idba of baptism. ^ ^ ' . 

-For giving a definition to baptize which shall refer to 
the intent and the effect^ and omit all reference to the 
mode, — a definition which shall express the substance of 
baptism with no- reference to the circumstance, — ^we have 
the soundest warrant and the most explicit example in the 
wprd of God. Thus : Jesus, with his disciples, was bap- 
imng in Judea ; John in Enon (John iii : 22-26). ^ A 
question arose between some of John's disciples and the 
Jews, " about pubifyii^g." - To settle it, they come and 
refer it to John. -under the shape of a question about bap- 
tizing. Their minds fastened on the substance, not on the 
circumstance. Their idea of baptism was not the modem 
Baptist idea. Baptism, with them, was not an immersing 
but a purifying. Their question is about baptizing ; but 
it is not about dipping, or sprinkling, or pouring, or im- 
mersing, but about pimiFTiNQ ; and tiiey state the questicm 
to John as a question about baptizing. In their view the 
words baptize and pi^rify are so far s3monymous, that in a 
debate about purifying they may use either the word puri- 
fy or the word baptize. But with them the word purify 
could not be synonymous with immerse : for their com- 
mon purifications, of persons were either in the general 
mode of washing^ or in the particular mode of sprinklingy 
— ^never necessarily in the mode of immersing. 

So again in Mark vii. 4, there is a talk about baptizing ; 
tad whatever, was done,vMr. Woolsey justly maintains Vas 
done by the use of the " yrater-pots." But John ii. 6, 
speaks of these Water-pots as set " after the manner of the 
PUEIFYING of^the J^wsJ" Here ,too, baptism is not an im- 
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merrion in ftct ; much len in the idet. The idea c^btjp- 
tiim here is not a mere mode of applying water — certainly 
not the mode of imnierBion,-~-but a fubipying.*' 

So again in Luke xi..38, 39, upon the Pharisee's w(xi- 
dering that Jesus had not been baptized before dinner, our 
Lord took oecasion to^ say to- him^ '^ Ye Hiarisees make 
olean, (in the original, furift,) the outside." Here- nei- 
ther the Savior nor the Pharisee considered the essence of 
the baptism as Ijdng in the mode, but in the intent and in 

the effect Baptism, in their -view, was a washing orp%^ 
rifying. 

So again in the Apocrjiph^ Judith xii. 7, it is said thai 
Judith went out into the valley of Beihulia and washed 
(Sept. baptized herself) in ,the camp, (•-'^-t rm Knyns) at 
^ot in), a fountain of water in the camp. The context 
shows that the object d'thia baptizing was to remove a cere- 
monial uncleanness. '' She witl^out doubt strictly obeyed 
the law, and didNwhat the law intended that she should do* 
But the law in such cases simply comioanded washing 
(Lev. XV.") The narrator does not intend fo signify Ihat 
Ab went beyond the law, but that she .observed it : and in 



* The custom of washing the hands before eating, as ft still pre. 
Tails in the East, was thid, <* When they wa^A, the witter is poured 
ftam a vaee upon the hands over a baein^'^theff never make use of a 
buin or a tub to wash in, as is the practice elsewhere,** (OacanyaOr 
in Kurtz, p. 179.) 

In John ii. 6, &o., where there were set six water-pots of stone, 
after the manner of the purifying of the Jews : — at the time of the 
middle of the -feast these water-pots appear to have becin empty. 
The purifying,' (whiob Mark and Luke call a baptising,) had been 
performed not by the goeeta immeteing themeelTes or dipping 
their hands in the water.pota, but by " ifiawing ont," and, probably 
by carrying and pouring the water on the hands. If ^his be so, 
then our Baptist brethren are left destitute of that last, hut ui^avail* 
ing refuge, the ** dipping of the hands.** 
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hmyiew wiuh is i^o^ymous with baptize in denotiiig a 
religicois ordinance — a ceremonial purification. 
' So in Ecclesiasticus, xxiv. 25^ the words baptize and 
wa$h . are used interchangably as purely synonymous : — 
^' He that baptizeth hiiQself after &e. touching of a dead 
body^ what aTaileth his washing V^ The allusion is to 
Niiqoibera xix. 11, &x., wh^re the law simply required 
washing^ or purifying,' The (essential thing in that puri- 
fying was paformed by sprinkling; and of him who 
should fail in this, it was said, '^ because th^ water of eepor 
'rnoion was not sprinkled upon Am, he shall be, unclean ; 
his uncleanness is yet upcm him." 

If we therefore follow the Scripture pattern, or the pat- 
tern of the Greek of the Ajpocrypha, in fixing the. proper 
idea of the word baptize as used to denote the sacred use 
of water ih a religious ordinance, we shall entirely cHnit all 
reference to mode, and fix our thoughts upon the intent 
and the effect of baptism ; the substance, a^d not the sha- 
dow. Baptism, will not l)e a dipping/or an immersing, or 
a pouring, or a flprinkling, but a washing, a pttrifying. 

The word being thus used in the New Testament, to 
denote a ritual washing or purifying, (which it never sig- 
nified in classic Greek :)-r-being used moreover where the 
MODE of purifying; was either i^rinkling or, pouring ; and 
being, still further, so used that to make it read immerse 
would tnake the Bible speak what confessedly is not true ; 
I think we have clearly,— and established beyond the possi- 
bility of a successful denial,-:— a generic and peculiar J^ew 
Testament use of the word ; in which use baptize printer 
rily denotes a ritual purifying by some manner of appli- 
cation ofwater^ which is called ^*'the washing of water ;" 
emd secondarily it denotes an inward purifying by the 
Holy Ghosty called the washing of regeneration.^^ 

These things being so^ how idle it is for Mr. Woplsey 
' 4# . 
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to inquire as be does, p. 109, ** I ask again, and well do 
my Pedobaptist brethren know to their discomfiture^ if 
any application of water, washings sprinklings pourings 
Src. means baptism, why did not the sacred writers some' 
times use die Greek word which meanis to wash, sprinkle, 
and pour V' ' , 

The reason is plain : and Mr.' Woolsey has. but poorly 
considered the matter, if he thinks thi^ here is any ^ dis- 
comfiture^^^ save to him who. shoots so widely from the 
mark as^to allow himself to ask such a question. ^I an* 
swer: 

1. Baptize is used with a peculiar but generic refer- 
ence to this purifying^ without any reference to mode. . 
But the words sprinkle and poiir are not so used; Their 
use, in ihe New Testament, is not limited to the sacred 
use of water ; and they refer to a mode ; while the word 
baptize in the New Testament refers to none. They can- 
not therefore be interchanged Vith baptize iiM though they 
were cf3rhonymous with It. The word wash is so inter- 
changed because it so &r accords with baptize as not to re* 
fer to any particular mode. 

2. It is not true that the words wash, sprinkle, pour, 
arte not used in the New Testament with refereTtce to 
baptism. As often as any thing is said in the New Testa- 
ment in allusion to a mode of baptism, these words are in- 
variably used. As to the word wash^ the Scriptures refer to 
baptism as the washino of water ;" and the baptism of the 
Holy Ghost, they call" The washing of regeneration. As 
to the word sprinkle^ the prophets describe the puHfying 
which they foretell, as a sprinkling : " so shall he sprinkle 
many nations :" " Then will I sprinkle clean water up<m 

yoii, and >ye shall be clean.'' As to the word pour^ihe 
mode of the Spirit's baptizing is spoken of as 9^ pourings a 

sheddingforthj sl falling upotL But where do you read 
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. "^ * ' * " * 

of the immersing of (with) ^^vnUtTj'^ or of the immersing 
of many ^nations," or of the mmermg of regenefaticm," 
or of the immersing of (in) the " hlood Of Christ"1 No. 
where in the wotd of God : no where, evea in ^uret 
The very idea is strange and preposterous. I will not say 
it is a " discomfiture;^^ but 1 will retort the question :— If - 
it be 80, that iMiptism is nothing but. inmiersion,. and that 
immersion is all essential to it ; why is it that we never 
read of the immersion " of regeneration" — or of a prom* 
ise; then will I imm^se yoxx in '^ clean wa^r and ye shall 
be clean :" — or of the imm>ersion of the blood of Christ 1 

After asking this ^' discomfiting" question, Mr. Wddsey 
pibceeds :^— / 

^.' Every man who has heard me thus fer, unless he be- 
determined to sustain- some 'party, in <Q>po6ition to the 
dictates of his enlightened understanding, and in violation 
of the conviction of his conscience, must concede that the 
Holy Ghost," * * , — has herein signified ^ a divine in- 
stituticm whose mode of administration is immendon, and 
iiomersion oi4y." 

This is a sort of charitable dogmatics in which Mr. 
Woolsey deals without reserve. For one, I certainly 
could not make that concession without sacrificing the 
dictates of my understanding, and the conviction of my 
conscience. I must be allowed to take an appeal fix>m the 
judgment of Mr. Woolsey to the judgment of the last day. 

To me. it seems clear, tluit our Baptist brethren, in 
making immersion essential to ^^ baptism, have departed 
'entirely from the Scriptural use of the word, and fi^om the 
true Scriptural idea. They, have turned the minds of 
pieople away fix>m the substance to the diadow. They 
hflive turned away fi-om the import and design of washings 
to the mode of washing.^ They have adopted precisely 
that mode which finds least countenance in the word of 
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Ood, and are endea^ring, boAi by proselytisin and by the 
compulsion of close communion, to make the whole world 
submit.to their judgment. 

They ciften intimate to us the inadequacy of the mode 
of ^riiilding by representing the absurdity of washings 
e. g. a. dish that needs cleakising, — ^y sprinkling, it Now 
the releTancy of such a representation depends upbn the 
end to be answered by the washing. If a dish or a person 
needs bodily cleansing, surely sprinkling is not sufficient ; 
nor shouM a sin^ple dipping seem sufficient ;-^there should 
h^ some rubbiilg and scouring ;--ras much as is necessary 
to accomplish the design. If the end of ^baptism be " the 
puttii^ away the filth of the flesh," rather than "the 
answer of a good conscience," then surely much depends 
upon the quantity of water, and upon the thoroughness 
with which it is applied. B.utif aliCper is to be cere- 
monially cleansed, it is sufficient > that he be sprinkled. 
When Christ is to wa^h many nations from their \sin^, the 
representation is that he ed^all ^^sprinkle^^ m&uay nations. 
When our Lord said to Peter, " If I wash thee not, ihoM 
hast DO, part with me ;" P^ter would make much of tlie 
mode of washing, and desired to be washed all over. But 
ourrLord corrected the error that lodss away from the 
meaning and design of the washing to ^ten upon the 
mode. " He that is washed, needeth not ciaye to wash Ins 
feet, but is clean every whit." The principle certainly i» 
applicable to the subject of baptism : and to me, it seems 
a direct rebuke upon the attempt to make the ' mode 
essential. , '^ ' 

"But," say our Baptist brethren,," you consider it lawfitl 
to baptize by immersion." Certainly. But when you 
make immersion essential to baptism, and we submit to 
receive it under that condition, we give our aisent to have 
Uiat bound which Christ has left free : we give our assent 



BATTIBT BBSOBS. ^ 

to adding to the coimiiaiid of our Lord. . Un^er such cir- 
cmitttances it becomes a matter of dOty (o ^' stan^ &st in 
that liberty wherewith XThtist maketh free." - - 

OOK ENGLISH TRANSLATORS, AND OUR COBOCON |:N6LISH BIBLE. 

► •■_.■ . > 

Bfr. Woolsey demands in capitals, p. 76, "War 

DID THOSE WHO TRANSLATED OUR BiBLE NOT TRi^SLATS 
BaIPTIZE and its I)BRIYATI0NS, WHEN THEY CAME TO THE 

Nsw TestajientI Why Dii) they transfbb. hie Geese 

WORDS INTO THEIR El^I^tSH VERSION." 

^^I answer," says he, '^just for the same reason that 
induced the crafly Bishop Grardiner, in the reign of Henry 
Vni., when he found it impossible longer to withhold ah 
Ekiglish Testament, to assert by- a popish stratagem^ that 
there were many words in the New Testament of such 
majesty that they were not to be translated." 

From this, Mr* Woolsey goes on to devote over twenty 
pages of his work, to the purpose of showing that the 
translators of our Bible were crafly, designing men, who 
with a wicked intent covered. up and concealed the in- 
structions of the Holy Ghost with regard to baptism ; and 
gave us what he. has elsewhere denominated ^' A Bible 
mutilated and di^ised." He maintains that the tran»> 
latc»^ Were riot at liberty " to follow the plain import of 
certain words, nor the convictions of their own con- 
icience ; (p. 80) he affirms that they were " most willing 
to be guided*^ by such rules, as "No one/' says he, 
" need.be informed of the very special pecuniary interem 
bishops and priests have in keeping up a union between 
church and. sjkate. They have their livings a& it is termed ; 
and in toe many instances they have it without lifling a 
finger to earn it I ! A good fat livings drawn from the 
l^eople in penury and want! ! !" p. 82. He represents 
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the translatdrs as concurring in a design to have the Scrip- 
tures so^^ guarded and moulded," as not to interfere with 
the "darling obje<5l of tiie <^unning sovereign's" ^^aspiring 
ambition, nor subject," them (the king and bishops) ^ in 
their arrogant importance, to the humility and fancied in- 
convenience of being immersed so long as they could 
suppress their c6nvictions of conscience, and satisfy them- 
selves vnih being ^MnkfedJ*^ 

To back up what he days about the dishonesty of ibt- 
tnmslators* with regard to the word bs^tize, he complains 
<rf their translation of ihe wcwd «ificXiiji«, Chvrch ; itt- 
timates, p. 94, that the vei5 word .Churchy was wrongly 
foisted into the New Testament to promote^ union . of 
church and state. Here he quotes, (as I have already 
motioned), Home Todce, on this "wicked*' word,^ 
church; taking care to put the' words "^/attgA^cr," ^*|it/- 
/ag6," and " chtats^'^ into italics ; runs pn in. a long note 
on the ^^ patriotic Tooke," " indioted £ot high treason, be- 



* The Rev. Thomas Curtis, an JEnglishman by.i)irth, and edo- 
OAtioni and a Baptist of high standing, in'^bis speech . before the 
American Bible Society, May, 1837, says of our commx>n version,' 
"That venerablobody of forty.seven good and learned men in 
the days of King James, who were the authors of this prodactidn, 
have had no socQessors* Not only has there been no combination 
of forty seven such men since their day — there has been none of 
ten such men.*' ** While none say that it is perfipct, or claim fpr 
it the adthorfty of inspiration, this we will say, and say loudly, 
Let the version alone, till men equally oompetetit to the' task, 
poflsesaing not only equal learning but equal leisure, shall meet te^ 
revi&w the labors of their forefathers^ . I repeat the monition, Let 
it -aloriet pn the peril of your consistency and credit, anid on the' 
higher p6ril of a frown from the Lord, of the Church ; I entreat 
you let it alone,** •♦*«»! have but one word more to say. " In 
the name of common' sense and Christian sense, to you', Sir, I say 
it homblyt but eurnestty, LET IT ALONjB.*' 
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cause he maintained the right pf the people ta an equal 
representation: and praises his ^'veiy patriotic spirit," 
evinced in** his raising a subscription fof the suffering' 
citizens of Boston, when the martial laws were enforced, 
against them, ^^Ibr 6pj>osiag British taxation, and tor 
destroying the tea." (p. 94.) ^ • 

After going on with, such matters and m such a strain 
for eighteen pages, he says, p. 95, '^ You will be enabled 
to see why baptize^ baptism^ Sfc,^ are not translated, but 
transferred into our English bible. To translate them 
WQuld betray the erroneous praictice of the churdi of Eng- 
land, and force all her bishops and-mtnisters to confu% 
duit they had been in an egregious errar^ and that thi 
Baptists were rigktJ^ ^ On p. 90, he calls our EngHidi 
Bible, a '' specimen of hiding from the heathen a divine and 
positive institution of the Gospel j" a " versicMi" that blots 
out what God ^' has made plain." 

.But these, twenty pages o( direct assault upon ourtrans- 
latic^ do not content him. He breaks out upon it again 
and again, as though . his heart could never discharge itself 
of his bitterness towards it . On p. 152, he says, ^^ So in- 
tent were the translators in following out the king's dedgn, 
biy caAcealing the original import of the ^clesiastical 
words, as in some instances, grossly to pervert the 
MEAJNiMG OF THE sACEED TEXT." '' J have," says he^ 
*^ before furnished you some instances where the sense ol 
Scripture has been thus corrupted^ and turned entirely 
away from its original, import." 

He goes on to specify another instance of what he terms, 
" The glaring perversion of Scripture, by suppressing the 
wordbaptiziey and substituting tiie word wash in its^ place." 
On p. 153^ he says, '^ Ther translators of our English 
BMejfor the sake of suppressing the true import of the 
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Greek words baptize and baptism, have not only conceal- 
ed from our Ei^lish readers, so much of the mstructions 
of the Ho]y Ghost," &c. ^' but also, they have represent* 
ed the Holy Ghost as using the most stupid tautology.'' 

After the. examination wUch I ^have already made of 
-Mr. Woolsey's translation of this- passage, and of thai in 
Luke xi. 38, the intelligent reader, I doubt not, will per- 
ceive that the ''glaring perversion df the sacred text/' the 
^ suppressing of the true import of the Greek \irord bs^ 
tixe," and the concealing from the English reader the in^ 
stivctions of the Holy Ghost,' '^ is not on the part (^ our 
common English version, but on the part of Mr. Woolsey;:^ 
Our English version will, I am confident, in this matter 
abide the ^ost scrutinizing test The more it is examin-, 
ed, the more, I am persuaded, the inte^ty, and accuracy, 
and profound learning of our English, tramdatots y^iH 
shine. 

It is not necessary that I should undertake the work of 
defending our English translation. I should as soon think 
of defending the clear li^ of heavezi, from the envious' 
smoke of a coal-pit Our translation has stood the test of 
time. The ablest scholars that the world has produced, 
have bom their testipoony to the surpassing excellence and 
fidthfulness of our common version of the word of God. 
The rigid Puritan has vied with the rigid Churchman in 
his praises of that translation. 1 he follower of CalviU' 
and the follower of Wesley meet, in this version as on 
common and sacred ground. The more that translation is 
examined by competent men, the more is it admired ;• and 
still the more admired by how much they who^examine it 
are the more c(»npetent. Mr. Woolsey may shiJce the 
confidence of his people in our common Bible ]|— ^if a titlie 
pf what he bias alledged agunst it be true, their confidence 
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in it ought not only be shaken, but utterly destroyed.* 
And then, where shall tbey rest 1 To what quarter shall 
tbey turn for the word of God % They eannot read the 
arigiQal.. in such a dishonest version as that of Kmg 
Jaxnes, how shall they know how to separate the precious 
fiom the vile % Like thes poor papisb§^ they must learn 
ibid, word oi God from the lips of the priest/ They must 
depend upon the competency, the accuracy, and the fideli- 
ty of ^r. Woolsey $ — they must depend upon this ground 
till there shall be a Baptist Bible f and when such a Bible is 
made, if it is made conformable to the vocabulary prefixkl 
to the present. BjEtptist editions of our common version, they 
must have the satisfaction of knowing, that, if Mr. Woolsey't 
0[Mmon is correct, it is. a mere sectarian Bible, making 
tbe word of God speak demofistnible falsehood ; besides 
> being rejected, by all the remainder of the. Protestant 
world. 

— —  ' " 

^ Snch is the effect already prodnced in no gmall measure upon 

thoM who heed these representations eonccrnin|r our oomnaon 

Boglfsh Bible. A very zmIods Baptist, firwh from hearing these 

vepreseniations, cAme to me, with the leaves of his New Testa- 

meot turned down in dog*s ears, arguing that there is no re.bap- 

tism spoken of in Acts xix, ** Tho word Mts," says he, <' in the 

5th Terse, is in the pai^t tense.** What word in the past tense ? 

■< The word thi»; in the 5th verse.** What, a pronenn in the past 

iBMeT •* WeU,** says he, ** thertna fauU in the tran§Utiomt 9^4, 

if you will tell me honestly how it ii in the Oreek, I will prove to 

you that here was no rebaptism.*' Now what Bible has such a 

man for any thing t The Greek : alas he cannot read it. The 

Bnglieh : alas ha cannot trust it. The Baptist minister must be 

hk Bible. And yet how^ oommon it is to hear such people qootip 

Greek and Hebrew, and talk about iVtpto and Baptizo and Tabd^ 

with as much alssuranee as if they had a divine warrant to on* 

eliarch and excommunicate every minister gnd tirwy man ill 

Christendom who should not bow to their decision in all questions 

of Biblical criticism tfhd philology, touching the meaning of the 

word Baptize. 

•5 
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DBFININ6 THE WORP BAPTIZE. 

Mr, Woolsey says, p. 62, " Pedobaptists contend that 
it is quite impossible to define the word baptize^ as em- 
ployed by John, when he iMiptized the Savior in Jordan, 
and as used by our Lord himself in his commission to his 
apostles." He intimates, p. 63, that we '* bring an alle- 
gation against the Son of God," as though he had given a 
commission to the apostles which they. ''did not under- 
stand." He says, *p. 334, " If we »may be allowed to 
take iheposition assttmed b7 our Pedobaptist brethebn, 
that we cannot tell what meaning to attach to those words 
in the revelation off God, which are employed to teach us 
Divine institutions and important doctrines, where shaU 
we stop in our daring course of rendering ambiguous 
what God has made plain ?" . "* 

I am not aware that any Pedobaptist has ever '* con- 
tended or imagined that it is quite impossible to define 
the word baptize," as employed by John and oar Savior* 
So ^ as my information extends, it is not true, that "^ our 
Pedobaptist brethren " have '' assumed the position thai 
we cannot tell what meaning to altach to those words ^* 
baptize and baptism, in the Wixd of. God; Mr. Woolsey 
knows full well that we have been ready and prompt to 
define baptism, as a '^ washing" in the sense of ''purify- 
ing ;" a ritual purifying by some manner of application 
of water s in which the mode of the application is a mat- 
ter of entire indifference, provided it be done decently 
and reT!«rently, as becomes an ordinance of God.* As to 



* Thus, Martin Luther, in hh translation ot the Bible, renders 
the word baptize, in Mark vii. 4 and Lukd zi. 38, by the word 
wash* Oar English tranolators have done the same ; and in Hob^ 
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the mode of applying water in baptism^ Mr. Woolsey 
luifmn that we maintain that the Word «f God is neither 



ij. 10, as well as in.Mark Tii. 4, they have rendered the word bap- 
ItMM by the word washings. 

Says Qwbn: ** Baptism, is any kinll of washing, whether by 
dipping or sprinkling.** 

Wall : *' The wcurd baptizo, in Scripture, signifies to ytash in 
genera], without determining the sense to this or that sort of 
washing ** 

Flavbl: *'Tbe word baptize - signifying as well to wash SMio 
plunge^ a person may be truly baptized that is not plunged.*' 

Glas : ** Immersion cannot be called baptism^ any otherwise 
than as it is a mode of washing with water.** 

DoEDBRLEiN : ** The power of the word baptizo is expressed 
(in lavaodb, abluendo) in washing, or performing ablution ; on which 
Recount we read of the baptism of cups, in Mark vii. 8, and the 
rite itself is called (iraOoptviiot) a purify injg, in John iii* 25.** 

Dan£us : ** Baptism signifies not only immersion, but also 
lotion and ablution ; and not only are they baptized who are dipped 
in water, but they that are tinged or wetted with water.'* 

Bbza : ** They are rightly baptifed, who are baptized by sprink. 
Mng.*' 

Caltin : ** Whether the person be wholly immersed, and whether 
thrice or ohce» or whether water be only poured or sprinkled upon 
him, is of no importance.** 

WicKLiFFE : ^* It matters not whether persons are' dipped once^ 
or three times, or whether water were poured on their heads." 

LiQBTFOOT : '** The application of water is the essence of bap. 
tism ; but the application of it ^n this or that manner, speaks but a 
eirenmstance*** 

Robinson, in his translation of Waul, according to the plan of 
his lexicon, gi?es first the common classic meaning of the word, 
**;iobmerge, sink :** hU yndsf this head he gives not a iaititary example 
from efte New Testament. He then adds, "In New Test, trank, 1, to 
waA, to perform ablution, cleanse; 2, to baptix/s, immeru, admsMUUt 
Ae rite of baptism." 

Whoever wishes to see authorities like these cited to a vast 
' eitent, may consult I^ord on Baptism, p. 23 and onward ; — tnm 
whieh work most of the abtfre are taken. 
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" indefinite '^ nor ^'amlngaiNift^" in leaving ilie mode 
defined, b thia ^assuming the posiiion that^i^e cannot 
iell what meaning to attach to the words V Is thiB 
^' contending that it is quite impossible to define the word 
baptize V Is the meaning of the command to baptize 
** indefinite, and ambiguous •'^ because the word baptize 
requires only a ritual application of water^ without limit* 
ing the application to any one mode 1 Let us test this 
principle. The illustration may be made by the word of 
Mr. Woolsey's own .choosing, p., 61: . "Should, for 
instance, the authorities of this town pass an ordinance 
that every citizen should pave the sidewalk over against 
his own house," Mr; WoOlsey might say, •** this means to 
pave with brick, and most deUbe;ately assure ui^" p. 65^ 
that no doctrine is better understood or more explicitly 
'" stated than the doctrine" of paving. He might declare 
•how much those who pave exclusively with brick " recoil 
at s\ich a sentiment " as " brings an allegation " against the 
authorities of the town, as though they would c^ipmand 
us to pave, andl^ve the mode of paving "indefinite and 
ambiguous." In reply, we would answer: But, Mr. 
Woolsey, the authorities of the town require us to pavBy 
and simply to pave. Of course they do not intend ta 
lihiit us to any one mode of paving, either with bricky 
wooiy or «/one, and perhaps they thought it very important 
not to limit, us to any one mode. We might refer him to 
legal documents of the same town authorities, in which 
they speak of pavements, which either are not ^WcA: pave- 
ments, or those documents speak what, eVen on Mr. 
Woolsey's ccxicession, is a fidsehood. What would be 
thought of his candw or his log^c, if he idiould reply, (see 
p. 61 of his work,) You might as well maintain that the 
import of the statute is to " beautify ihe sidewalk," or to 
"excavate the sidewalk," or to *^make a aubterraneous 
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posage under it,'' after the example of the celebrated tun- 
nel under the Thames. 

TRAMSLATING THE WOBB aAPTIZB* 

Our English translatotrs employed the words baptize and 
baptism^ which had been for ages in common use, to 
denote the ordinance, and which had become vernacular 
in the English tongue. Of Greek origin these words un- 
ddubtedly were, but they were as well understood as the 
words geography, astronomy, biography, rhetoric, grammar, 
and history are now i which are as truly of Qreek original, 
and as purely Greek, as the words baptize and baptism. 
I have proved, as I think, with regard to some passagies, 
that immerse could not have been the sense of baptize, 
and that tiie word could not have been so translated con- 
sistently with truth. But had such been its meaning, the 
word immerse could not have been better understood than 
the word baptize; Immerse is as purely Latin as baptize 
is Greek. Baptize became an tlnglish word as soon as 
the Gospel was preached in England : — and our Baptist 
brethren contend that baptism was then performed by 
immersion. Had this been the case, and had the old 
Britons been taught to consider immersion the essence of 
baptism, the word baptism in their lai^age would have 
signified immersion ; — ^and the Greek word Baptizo would 
have, sus truly expressed the idea as the Latin word 
immerse. At all events, as our Baptist brethren claim 
diat the Go^l was first preached in Britein by immer- 
sers, and that immersion was the exclusive mode of bap- 
tism till near the time our translation was made, they 
ought for very shame to give over their abuse of our Eng* 
Ush translators as though they had transferred the word 
instead of translating ii Either the claims of our Baptist 
brethren are idle and fidse, or 'the tranafenring was done 

5» 
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by immenen; and tben their accuBoHans against Pedo> 
Imptistfl, as though they had ttansfeired the word baptiae 
for the purpose oC " concealing its true import," are idle 
and &l8e. Our Baptist Inrethren may choose which ham 
of the dilemma they will : either theilr claims are idle and 
fidse, or their accusaiions are idle and Mse. The word 
j^as, indeed, originally transferred into our language : but 
our English translators did not make the transfer ^ they 
gave a proper translation — employing the vERY^woid 
that liad been esclusively empl<>yed^ to denote the. ordi- 
nance, ever since the day that the Christian religion was 
fint pluited in their native land. "Baptize was Uien at 
much an Ei^lish word as almost any word in the English 
language, most of the words having been as piuch derived 
fiom a £:N:eign source as the word baptize. 

But neiUier of the words immerse, -sprinkle, pour> or 
any other word that relates merely to the mode of the or- 
dinance could exprei^s the idea of baptism. . Baptism is a 
sacred rite^ of peculiar signification and design. Whatever 
be the mode of performing it, such a t^iode 6i applying 
water may be a very familiar thing with any people on 
earth. Such things as dij^ing, immersing^ sprinkling and 
pouring, are very-' conunon among all nations wbereyer. 
there is water ; and of co^irse evety language must have 41 
word for each of these things. But certainly it will not 
be contended that all heathen nations are in the habit of 
performing such a thing as a Christian baptism^ in the 
Christian sense. The B^tissts do not consider every imr 
mersion a hapHsmy in the . Christian sense. ' If they do^ 
then, so &r as baptism i^, concerned, they must bold com- 
munion with every man who accidentally 611s overboard ; 
if they do notj ihm they do not consider immersion as 
eqoi^mlent to^baptism ; and ii is idle, to pretend that the 
word baptism is iQijpMvalent to tbeioord immerse \ ci thai 



uamene is an adequate or fekhfol trooslation of the w(»d 
^ptize. On our part we do not hold every man baptized 
who has been accidentally sprinkled in a shower. We 
cannot therefore claim that. Uie word baptize is equival^t 
to the "^ord sprinkle : and do not consider the word sprin*- 
kle or the word pour as a proper translation of thie wosd 
iMtptize.* No word which expresses simply a k.6de of ap> 
plying water can fill up the idea of the word baptizo : and 
any word which limiiSi the applicatiop tojany one mode.iB 
an arrant pervernon of th^ Scriptures : which expressly 
speak of baptism under vtwo modes, sprinkling and pour- 
ing ; and refer to it again and again under the more 
g^eral idea of a purifying^ or a washing. The mode im- 



* Our Baptist^ brethren are fond of making a representation touch- 
ing this matter which is very plausible and captivating to ignorant 
and unreflecting minds; bnt nothing can be more disingenuous in 
the estimation of those who understand tlie subject. Thus Mr. 
Woolseyt p. 211, endeavors to show what '* effort*' we make ** to 
get around the plain instruction of the apostle" in^om. vi. 4, bj 
insinuating that we would have it read, — or take ground which xe- 
qnire usto read — ** Buried with him by sprinkling,** The Baptist 
Bible Society is equally disingenuous and injurious — ^not only with 
regard to us, but with regard tolhe truth in this matter. Thus, in 
the Appendix to the Report for 1840, p. ^2, they say, ** If a Pedo. 
baptist translator conscientiously believes that sprinkling or 
pouring is the- meaning of baptizo, let him thus render the word> 
The reader cannot fail, I think, to see the fallacy and disingenuous^ 
neat of snoh an argument, and such^a mod» of representing Fedo- 
bftptist views. Our brethren represent iis as holding — what — I 
tliink, they mUst know — we do not hold ; viz. that baptize in the 
N^w Testament dgnifieS tipiode of applying water ; is synonymous 
with the word pprinkle ; and c«n be adequately and truly translat- 
ed by the term sprinkle. Assuming that we maintain Ahis. — ^and 
Bovepreaenting us,~they endeavor to show the abcRB'dity of snefa 
ground, and then,-~<>** covering op and concealing** our real vie ws,-^ 
thftj endeavor to '* tranrfer" that absurdity to our account. . 
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inerse is the v^ry one which finds the least counten^ca 
in the word of God r if indeed; tiiere is any unquestiona- 
ble authority ibr that ^lode, aside from its being one of the 
modes of washing or purifying. 

In translating the word baptize, therefore, we must have 
ft word which possesses two qualities : 1st It must denote 
It sacred application of water in a ritual purifying : ^2d. It 
must not limit the application to 9ny one mode. To vmah 
or, to purify^ comes nearer the true idea, than either of the 
words, sprinkle or immerse^ and they are the only words 
which can be employed with exclusive reference to a 
mode of baptizing, consistently with 'the tfiith of the. 
Bible. Yet neither wash^ or purify^ have the exact and full 
signification, by the conmion acceptation of these terms. To 
f(M»A, did not originally in our language, mean a riittal 
purification ; much less did immerse have that meaning, 
and, to purify^ does not in the common use of our language 
signify necessarily an application of water. We may use 
them, with a modification of their common meaning; and 
the connection will show in what sense they are used. 
But after all, when the new idea of baptism came into the 
minds of the old Britcms, they needed either a new word^ 
or a new adaptation of an old word to express that idesL 
They wanted a. term which should express a ritual puri" 
fying^ by some manner of sacred application of water : 
and it mattered not what word they employed; nor from 
what source it was derived, provided they might agree 
respecting what word should express the idea. To illus- 
trate this, — ^in the South 3ea Islands, they had no know- . 
ledge of such a thing as a horse ; and of course, no word 
for horse. But 'm translating the Bible for them, it was ne- 
cessary to find something to substitute for the word horse* 
The animal might have been described by a long, circum- 
locution, by the use of words already existing in their Ian- 
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guage ; but this would not do ; the word must be traiMh 
lated.' How could this be done;' as the natives had no 
word for horse 1 The Missionaries made a word for then* 
The Greek word for horse is Hippos ; and by leavifig off 
the last letter, the word would conform in shape ^nd 
sound to the structure of native Words much better than 
the English word horse, and quite as well as a^y other 
c<»nbin^tion of sounds, that might be invented. So the 
MissicHiaries translated the word horse by the word '^ Hip- 
|M."* But this, word .would need explanation. Grant it 
And so the word baptizo has to be. explained by Baptist 
translators, and they explain it to mean, — ^most errone- 
ously aa we belieye,^--immer8ion. 

NO NEW T^ING TO TRANS^FEE PECULIAR WORDS FROM ONE 

LANGUAGE TO ANOTHER. 

This transferring of words from one language to anothet 
is not so uncommon a process ^ many of our brethren 
seem to suppose it. What English word shall be substi- 
tuted for the Greek word ' Tetrarch^^^ in Luke iii. 1 1 
What for .the Greek word " Pentecost^^^ in Acts ii. J 1 
What for the Greek words " Christ " and " Christians 1 ^ 
^'Christ", signifies anointed; and so does the Hebrew 
^ Messiah.^ But to translate the word, in all cases, on 

* The MisMonarief at the Sandwich Islands IbuDci the Hawaiian 
language so copious that they were not un<ier the necessity of in- 
trbdacing a great number of foreign words except proper names. 
" We have however,* say they, •* a^pted Ekalesia for ehurcfe, 
%tpeti8o for httpttoe, bapetiso Ibr hafiisn), Bapetite for Bs^int, 
lef«ro for leper, «eto fqr 9»gl% al^peke for fox, berena $m 
bread, ehemi foreneiqy, himeni for hymn, halelu forpsakn, and a 
few. other foreign words, most of which are well established and 
familhir to common readers." (Rep. Am, Bible l^odety, W37,) 
The classical and Biblical scholftr will at once recognize the origin 
c^most<oTtke86>word9. - . 
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th^ priAciple contended for by bur Bapfist brethren, would 
-confound and destroy the meaning of many passages of 
Scripture. The woid is applied by way of eminence, as 
an APPELLATION, to the promised Redeemer. In Matt. i. 
1, 18, and Mark i, as ofteii elsewhere; our Lord is c^ed, 
not "Jesus the Christ," but "Jesus CAm/;" As George 
Campbell well says, (D. V. Part 4,) " Though the word 
Anointed expresses the primitive import of the Hebrew 
name, it does not convey the idea in whi^h it was then 
universality understood. It was ccmsidered solely as the 
well-known title of an extraordinary office, to which there 
was nothmg similar among the people." ^ That the word 
. Christ has this peculiar meaning when applied to the Sa- 
vior, may be seen at once, by applying :the word, in iti 
English sense, to other personages, who are often spoken 
pf by the same original words, both in Hebrew and GredL* 
How would it sound to hear David speaking of Saul, as in 
1 Sam. xxiv. 6, ' repeatedly call that wicked king the 
" Christ of the Lord 1 " How would it sound in Isa. xlv. 1, 
to hear the Lord speaking to Cyrus, as to his " Christ 1 " 
or, in Psalm cv., "Touch not my Christ V^ Here the 
sense as imperatively demands ttiat the word be translated 
according to its original import, as other passages do, 
that it should iiot be translated but transferred. 

I suppose it would be lawful to talk to the ffindoos, or 
the Burmans, about the Jewish " Synagogues ; " thou^ 
that too is a word of Greek origin. If any heathen have 
no term for such beings as devils^ I suppose it jirould be 
lawful to introduce to them such words as the Greek l^to- 
holos^ or the English word Devil. It would be a matter 
of indifference whether you introduce to them our Hebruc 
English word "jSadtoA," and teach them its meaning j or 
teach them bow to use one of their own old words with a 
new meaning. The volume of God's word might retain 
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its Gredc-EngUsh name Bihlty or it might be turned, into 
the words vemacular among the heathen^ for ^^ writings," 
Qt &r ,^*' The Book ;'*'* only teaching them to give a new 
idea to their cdnmon words. Such words as '* Jubileey^ 
" homeTy'* " ephah^'* " shekel^'* " cherubim^'' might be trans- 
ferred, or old words selected, and taught to bear a mean- 
ing not originally their own,, as should be found most con- 
venient. A scholar, dealing, in profane literature only, in 
translating from the ancient Greek writers, or from Cicero 
or Tacitus, might find himself compelled, either to give 
emmeous ideas, or to transfer into Burmese, or Japanese, 
such words as " Jlrchony^ " Const^j^ " Prater,^^ Questor^^ 
''Censor;' ''Senator^' ''Dictator^' ''Tribune:' "Who,'* 
says Campbell, " considers these names " (as transferred 
into our language) " as barbarous 1 " " To have employed, 
instead of them, . ' Mderman; ' Sheriff^ &c. we should 
have justly thought much more exceptionable." " I have 
heard," says he, " of a Dutch translator of Caesar's Com- 
mentaries, who always rendered consul^ burgomaster; and 
in the same taste, all the other officers and magistrates of 
Rome." How could we have translated the Latin classics^ 
and given the true idea, unless we had naturalized^ in such 
cases, the very Latin words, and learned the ideas and the 
iiames together \ Where would have been our English 
ideas of such a thing .as. a "libation^' sn " ovafion^' a 
" lustration^' had we not imported, not only the names, 
bat the vejy ideas, from the language and customs of hea- 
thenism 1 Whence^comes our English word " triumph V 
Whence come the nov; English words, "Sultan," "Pacha,* 
« Khaxi," " Bey % " What limit is there to the transferring 
of the very words oi the people who bring us new things 
and new ideas ] Look at our military terms : almost all 
adopted and transferred from the French. Look at our 
terms .of chimistry, botany, and zoology: how many of 
them have been recently compounded fh>m the Greek. 
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Now, unless Baptiflm is already in use^among ihe^hea* 
theDfl, as a RELIGIOUS purification, and expressed by a word 
of their own, having this precise tdeo, in distinction from 
the ide^ of any simple mode of administering water, or at 
least in addition to such an ideaof ntode, it.must be as in- 
adequate and inaccurate a translation which shall use an 
old word of theirs, referring simply to ihe-mode of apply- 
ing wa^er, as it would be to turn the R(»nan " Constd '* 
into a Dutch " Burgomaster** * The translation is inade- 
quate^ it is incorrect; it misleads; and that aside from 
die consideration that to translate Baptize^ immerse^ makes 
the Bible speak falsehood, even with regard to the mere 
mode. ^You may transfer the word B/iptize ; you may 
call Baptism, in Siamese, (a3 the Baptist Bible S(^iety si^ 
OUT missionaries have done,) '^ Bapteetsamay^^ — conform- 
ing the shap&'of the word to the getiius of the language, as 
in the Latin Bujoizarey and the English Baptize / and it 
is correct. It is as easy to teach them the new word as It 
is to teach them the new idea — ^th^ positive and peculiar 
Scripture idea of Baptize^ Or you may translate baptize 
into a word signifying to wash ; still better, if you can find 
a word which signifies a rituai purifying by washing / 
and you have given a most faithful trandation. But to 
translate the word by the word imfhersej is to give an iiur- 
dequate, inaccurate, smid, as we contend, k false idea. 

to 'TRANSFER THR WORD BAFTI^ INTO FOREIGN LANOUAOSS 
NEITHER TEACHES ERROR NOR CONCEALS^ THE TRUTH. 

By siib^tuting the word immerse for the word baptize, 
oar Baptist brethren, as we think, have added to Uie com- 
mand of Christ,, and corrupted the word of God. Our 
nussionaries to the people of the same languages cannot 
consistently circulate such bibles, nor lise them in their 
ichools or churches.' To transfer the word baptize, or to 
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YOQcl^ it by the woid " wash,"^ is not to teach the heathen 
that baptism is to be performed by sprinkling, or by pour- 
ing, more than it is. to teach them that baptism is to be 
performed hy immersing. I know. our Baptist brethren^ 
insist, that so ^ta transfer the. word is to ^'propagate the 
peculiar sentiments'' o{ Pedohaptifts, and to '^ difiuse the 
opinions of" the Pedohaptist ^^party,"* Thi& cannot be 
80, unless t})e word baptize is so used in the New Testap 
inent as to lead peqple every .where, who ate not other- 
wise instructed, to conclude that, ^tccording to the word of 
Ood,'immerfiuxi is not essential to baptism. Our Baptist 
brethren either know this to.be so, and therefore feel ii 
aU-important to their cause to cover up and conceal the 
obvious Scriptural meaning of baptize j or they kfiow the 
allegation to be &Jse, that such transferring of the word is 
to make a ^' sectarian Bible," and to '^ diffuse the opinions" 
of Pedobaptists. If ibis be not so, then for our Baptist 
bretiiren to transferee word baptize, is neithex,to give up 
their principles nor' to conceal l^em; — nor is such a 
transfer giving any advai^tage to Pedobaptists more than 
to Baptists. But our Baptist brethren maintain, that 
consenting to circulate versions in which the word is 
tianafetred is to become ^e ^^ unccmscious instruments of 
diffusing the (pinions of a party/'* to wit — of the Pedo- 
baptist party. The plain English, and the true logic of 
this, is,' that if you leave people to judge of the meaning 
of baptizie firom its use in the word of God, you make 
Pedobaptists of them ; and that, if you thus leave the 
word of God to interpret itself, it will make Pedobaptists, 
even when given by Baptist hands and accompanied by 
Baptist instructiens. Either this is the true reason fyt 



* Report Baptist Bibl^ Society, 1840, p. 45. 

* Baptist Bible, Society Report, 1840, p. 45. 
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this earnest stickting' ixt subsdtatiiig tiie woid mimene^ 
uidtead of the word baptize, or theae charges of " cover- 
iilg up ihe word of God,^ ^ siippreflsing the true meaa- 
ii^ of baptize,-' and ^^ diffusing the opinions of a party," 
are idle as the ^whiistling wind, and confa»edly false. 
^< Diffusing the (pinions of a'part^ !" What do our 
brethren mean 1 What is it to substitute the word im* 
merse for the wotd baptize 1 Is )u)t this >' to diffuse th« 
opinions, of a pwty ?" Is, it not 4o set tbemselves iqp to 
judge over seven-eighths of. the Protestant world 1- Ik it 
not to treat all other Protestants as ^^ a p^trtyy^ and to amv 
gate to themselves the catholicity a^d in&llibiliity claimed 
by the Papal Beast 1 ^' Diffuse the opinions of a party !!' 
Yet not ma^y yeaf s have elapised since our Baptist breth- 
ren Joined with us, heart, and hand, in putting just such a 
veiaion-r- with, the word baptize^ transferred — ^into eveiy 
fiimily in the land. They use the same version in th^ 
.fiunilies and. in their ^churches. The. great mass oiQiem 
seem content that such a version AaH be perpetuf^ted and 
diffused &roughout the wi»ld, wharever the English -lan- 
guage shaLL be q)oken, to the end of tiipe. I ibsuk I 
have shown that they will never be aUe to agree upon a 
diff€»rent vendon in English, — a vernon to be made up<xi 
the principles of the Baptist Bible glossaiy, and on which 
they make their for^gn tFanslatiQnsi,r-by &ithiully substi- 
tuting the word immerse for the word baptize,: — ^without 
entering into a compromise, in which half of their de- 
])omination shall allow the Bible to speak what they admit 
to be &lsehbod^ or the other half yield to the first pairty 
u^ doing what" they themselves consider as eor^pting and 
idtoring the sacred text of the word of God. Our Eng^ 
lish version the Baptists, as a body, consider^good enou{^ 
for us^^-for themselves, and for their children. They are 
wiUing to have it perpetuated to the end of time, as the 



Bibk of ike Engliih language J the langunge destined, 
€flre long, to be spoken by tnore millions ''thaii ever have 
ig^eed in speaking one language since the world begaiK 
Even the Baptist Bible Society content themselves by 
prefixing, to the copies which they print, that glossary 
whose absurdities I have had occasM)n to, expose. But sd 
freeing to use our common English version, in which 
the w<i^ baptize is tranafened,* can they have^ in reality 
any idcru][^s of conteiencTe agsunst circulating a dimiliur 
version aipong the heathen 1 Have th^, t|ien, one con* 
science for. themselves and their children, and another fer 
the heathen 1 ^^--one conscience for people whb speak 
English, and another conscience l(»r those who speak the 
Bjorman teiiguage, or the Bengali 1 Will tlfey'oondetiui 
a version wi& the word transferred into a. foreign tongue^ 
and yet circulate such a version among ^heir own country- 
men, hand it down to posterity, and perpetuate it to the end 
of time 1 Why so much better care of the heathen than bf 
tfieir brethren and children 1 Have they men abroad who 
can fbake a true translatikm ; and have tiiey none at home 
who can do tha aame 1 Are their means most abundant 
ab^tMud 1 Win the press strike deep upon the word im- 
merse in >' foreign tongue, and refuse to* strike the same 
word inmierse amid the very dwellings of the Baptist 
name 1 But it may be said that here' their preachers/ can 



• 4< The SeF. Jaiwph HQghe«» a Bc|»tis^ and kmif SeereUiy of 
Ike Britiih and Foreign Bible Society, had no scrapie against 
transfiprring baptizes nor has the Rev. Mr. Sutton, now a Baptiit 
miseionarjr in India. Two able parnphlets, by Baptifette in E^ng1and, 
have jost been piiblidhed In ftivor of such a cofiinie. The Chippewa. 
Nfliw Teetaoient, by Dr. James^ a Baptist* mnd printed in 1833 at 
Albany, has the ^wdMfiiMe ttmngftrred I^^[SXMUmexkt o( Man* 
i^re of American Bible Society, Feb. 1841.] 
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^(nrect the'ennn o£ the Bible which' they use ir-tfaat their 
practice and. their inQtractioiis will teteh their children 
aod the world that by baptize they mean immeirBe. Will 
iiot the instnictioiu of their missicmaries, and their practicer 
teach the hieathen, in the same manner, that by bapfitd 
they mean immerse 1 . 

I confess, I am not able to see any reason ibr msistiiig^ 
upbn using the w<Hrd immerse in /foreign lands which is 
not equally yalidfor insisting upon using the same at'home* 
To their own missionaries and their conyertisi, it cannot 
loake the least difference whether they use the word im^ 
nierse at the word baptize. The hea^n will be taught 
as soon, as surely, and as thoroughly , to consider baptisse 
as equivalent to immerse. They will learn this — as spoil 
9s they learn ^any thing about baptism. The idea of immei> 
sion will be inwrought intd their very natures, and become 
inseparable from the word bapti;&e. As far as Baptist la* 
bors and instructions go, therefore, it can mdce no manner 
of difference whether they use the word baptize or the 
word immerse in their foreign versions —unless indeed, as 
I have said, the word baptize is sd used in the Scripture 
as to lead every man who learns its meaning from its use 
in the word of God, naturally and inevitably to ccinclude 
Aat the word does not in the New 'Testament niean im« 
merse. Unless, this be so, it can ilaake no manner of dif* 
fefence to tliem who receive the Bible from Baptist hands, 
whether the word is rendered immerse or baptize. But to 
others it does make a difference. Jh tbei^ view, to tender 
the word immerse is, to add to the command of Christ' and 
to corrupt the word of God. ' If I follow out to the just 
conclusion the argument from these considerations which 
seem to me jusi, I should be compelled to conclude that 
the true reason^ why our Baptist brethren inmst upon hav- 
ing the word immerse in their foreign versions, while they 
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net^ tbe vord^ biqptize in tbeijr own, — \a no matter of 
Gonflciencc^-rfikioe anuBcieace should do that for. them- 
MfAyeB and their chiktrea, wUch coiis^eiipe i^uires them 
la do for the heathen: — hot it is a. design to do, what they 
have changed upon ua, — to ^^ diffuse the opinions of a 
pioly I'Wto make a venion which no other deaoounation 
can use, with(Hit giving up the whole ccmtroversy $ surren- 
dering their own judgment : allow the Baptists to be Lpfldli- 
Ue^ aod help circulate their peculiar, conceits as the un.- 
advlterated word of God. I say, were I to follow, where 
fMsts and logic lead^ I should be obliged to come to the 
conQl^8ion, that this is the design of our Baptist brethren* 
But I will not impute to them the. design of doing what 
, they virtually propose to do. I am willing to believe thi^ 
llieir int^tions are better than their-actual course. But 
granting this ; believing it ^ allowing them to be sincere and 
GODscientioiis ; we cannot nevertheless suhniit to have 
erer^ thing imposed on us which others may be sincere 
and cgnscientiqius in imposing. We say, kindly, — ^b>ut we 
4ay it firmly, — ^l^^thren, you are not in&Uible. We can- 
next join with you in pirculating. a Bible, which is designed* 
ly so rendered as to coodeom. what we solenmly jand fully 
helieve to be the truth of God. . "^fe cannot jdn in circu- 
lating .among our schools and churches in heathen lands, a 
^ible which is made to speak the paculiar Baptist notions^ 
at the sacri^e of what nine-tenths of the Piotests^t world 
belii^ve to he the truth of God: You agree that you and 
your children shall use, in common > with us and our chil- 
dren, a version, in which the controversy between us is not 
violently wrested mi determined aceonUng to the nc^ions 
of one party to th6. condemnation of all others : — a version 
which is not sectarian : a veision which leaves the ques- 
tion between us open, as it must be left, till one parfy shajl . 
claim infillibiiity» and the olher siibipit to such a cl 



\ 



70 A EI*tJTATION dUf 

and give' up to ibat infeHibility their own judginent end 
^eir own conscience. If you -say that such a vemon 
leaves t^e Bible. open to human ^xplanatiohs ; we repl]^, 
that to make >the Bible spe.ak exclusive immersion is a 
mete human explanation, the explanation only of a sect 
— a little party in comparison with 4ihe whole j-^an expla^ 
nation which we deem greatly erroneous. Is it not enough 
ibt you to make your explanations of the Bible ; niust you 
tAske-ffible of your explanations ; and demand that this 
prerogative be granted exclusively to ytjurselvesl No, 
brethren : — ^having rejected the infallibiHty of Ibe Pope we 
shall not deem it faiUifulness either to freedom or to the 
truth to concede infallibility to you. Nor do we claim k 
for ourselves. On equal terms we will meet you — and be 
brethr^in the dearest bonds. Although you unchurch 
us, shut us away from the Lord's table because we^do not 
ibllow the truth as you understand it rather tha^ as we un* 
derstand it, and be guided by yoiu* conscience rather than 
by our own ; — notwithstanding all this, we are ready to 
meet you in the work of circulafting the ^ord of jGrod. 
Only require us not to add to the command cff Christ 
Translate that word "baptize so that we can circulate the 
Bible as well as you i — leave this disputed question as it is 
left in the Bible which yoii and we use in Common, and 
deem it good enough'for oursdves arid for oar children;^ — 
aiid with all our souls we will aid you ; nay, do as we hare 
ever done,— for every dollar paid into our common trea- 
sury by your denomination for circulating the Bible m 
foreign la^ds;^pay to your missioiiaHes arid agents Tor 
conducting the distribution on your' part — two.^ ' 



f ^Such is the fact.-. Oar Baptist brethren have sounded the 
trainpet lotid alidiong'aT>out their being **turnetP* off from the 
AMerkiab ^ible Society, destitute, while fts futaida « Were fuH atfd 
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MARTIN LUTHER's VERSION. 



Mr. Woolsey says, p. 74j " Luiher, one pf the great 
reformeri^ gave the Bjble, tranalated to the Crenpans, that 



oiwrflov\ring.** " Ye«, sir,*' said Professor £aton in his speech be- 
fore the Baptist Bible Society, {Rep. Ann. For. Bib. Soc., 1840t 
p. 77.] *»'YeB, Sir, thejr \7ithb0ld from us'fhe funds ^hich we in 
til* confiding siitoplicity ^f our hearts ponied into the common 
tssasorj foe the, spread of the pi^e lijj^ht.of heaven owr ffaia dark 
world." '<* No fmith is preserved toitk the poor Baptisti," • Phasge* 
are made by. the Baptists,- — and circulated and urged with every 
possible appeal to prejudice and to sympathy, that the ** American 
BiMe Society has received ft largb amount of money from Baptists,*' 
(some say forty, fifty, eighty, and even one hundred and seventy' 
thousand doUan,) a^ large share of which has never beei^ appro- 
priated to their Use ; which is still due to the Baptists, and which 
the American Bible Society refuses to refund. The Boar^ of 
M anag em of the American Bible Society^ have recently made en 
examinatiion of this matter. Iq their '* Statement** recently pub* 
lifehed, they say ** the aggregate of legaoies received froni Baptists, 
so far as known to -the Board, is no mdre than |^18,lM.^ Theee^ 
were received in the yeaia 1830 and 183}, — •* the very yean when 
the manager? weie endeavoring to supply the entnre United States 
with the Bible, and which fonds'* [the legaeiea] **were wholly ex. 
pended in that enterprise. Yes,~tbey were aU used in preparing 
and circulating Englislt, German, and French Bible»for the good 
of our coinmon country; and a large debt remained after they 
were expended; On looking over their books, the managers of 
the American Bible Society find ** in relation to Life Directors, 
that out of a list of more than 400 belonging $0 the society) only 13 
wwe of the Baptist deBominitkm.** Of these thirteen, two were 
c'onstrtated directors on account of Iraviog been members of the 
convention which fornied the society. Two others were made 
direictors by contributions fnrniHbed by men of other denominations^ 
and onet>f the remainder is ^ill a friend of the American Bible 
Society.** [Leaving oftly four Baptisit* Directorships to be" other- 
wise accounted for, " In relation to Li^' Members,** on a ^ list of 
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tfa«y miglit read in their pwn langus^e tb^ wonderful 
works of God ; ^d he rendered baptize into a word Big- 
nifying to immerse." Again he says,, p. 138, [^ or as Lu- 
ther, the great reformer, renders it in his German Testa- 
ment," Johannes der Tauferj-^^^ John the Dipper." :, 

So the Baptist Bible Society in their report for ,184^0 
p. 89^ say,' '' Other translators inay do as they please j Bap* 
tiae may be twisted into all ' sorts of meanings except nu} 
mersiojir-^uniess indeed in the ca^e of did version0, Lu^ 
ther may say that, it means to imooierse, and his version 
i^all continue to be circulated $ but woe >e to the Bap* . 
tiflts if they say«o f and what is the reason 1" * 

Mr. Woolsey compliments Luther, a^ "this bold de- 
fender of the tnalienable right of every man^io become 
personally acquainted with the truths^ of the Bible faith* 
vvLhY TRANSLATED iuto his own vemacular tongue." 



more than 4000 names, not more than' 100** can be identified Me 
Baptists. 

On the lilt of 120 citizena in- New York,, who aided in the eree* 
tion of the 3oeiety>*a honee, at an expense of more than 33)000 dolltra* 
tlis managers find Bttbscription8from.lLlmo8t eyery otfapr denomina- 
tion, ** but they find bat one, belongingr to that from which these 
ehatgres now come.*'. The managera finally conclude, that ** aside 
from the (iBf'OOO legraeief,.[uiecr at home and nbt to* be counted]. 
thert i$ no evidence of tkeir having eontribtited to the treaeur^ 
ONE HALF /As amount which they have received from it.*' 

We shall now see whether Mr. Maclay, Mr. Woolsey, the Bap. 
tist Bible- Society, and their denominational prints will be as faith- 
ful to circulate this full and undeniable refutation of these onjtist . 
charges; as they were to fabricate and circulate «thia charges them- 
sslvesi It Will be a matter that will give some iimghtiMo the 
regard for the truth entertained by those, who conduct the Baptist 
press — tQobserye how far the facts in this- case shaU erer be spread 
before, the Baptist community : and how full and ingenuous shall 
be the confessions wiiich those who have so industriously propagated 
these alanden againift th^ American Bible Society will mJob^ 



We ail agree with Mr. Woolfley in ven^tiftg the 
courage, the honesty, and the piety bf Maitin Luther. 
Bitt 18 Mr. Woolsey ignorant thftt die Germans and all 
Luthenms who use his translation baptize by sprinkUng*, 
as Luther practised and as Luther taught them 1 -When 
a German minister takes water in hin hand and sprinkles 
ocjfpurs it on the person baptized, saying, ^^Ich T4>nFE 
DiGH," does he mean, / ifMnerse you ?" Do the people 
so understand him % Most' cettainly not. When Martin 
Luther took water in his haind and poured or sprinkled it 
on the head of a person, saying, *' Ich taufe dich,^^ did 
he mean, ** I tntmerie ycwrV' Would the people so un- 
derstand himi It is impOBsible. Luther could ^leycar 
have used that word in connection with such an ^ action^ 
had it in his day been equivalent to immerse. The words 
Tmtfen and Taufet^ whidi Mr. Woolsey .and the Baptist 
Bible Society translate ^ immerse" and '^ dipper," mean 
no such thing. They are used in, German with specific 
and exclusive reference to the rite of baptism : which the 
Germans peiferm by sprinkling or affusion. 
- Thus, tibe English and Gennan Dictionary by F. jH. 
Weber, of acknowledged and unquestionable authority, 
gives the following definitions rf the words in question. I 
copy from the Leip2ac Edition of 1§33, by TaucAnitz. 
'^ Taufsj baptism, Ghristening. ' 

Tairfen, to baptize, to christen. 

Tdufer, baptizer, baptist. ' 

Tatting, person baptized^ 

TaufnamBy Christian nanie. - ^ 

Tdu^cletfiy certificate from the church registear." 
• The same Dictionaiy ^viss the following German words 
for the English words, immerge, immerse, and imimersion. 
It will be seen that Taufen is not among them. 

" Immergej eiutaUchen, veiBunken, yertiefen. 
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./MMefM, eiiitaucb^ unteii^acheiit vertiefen. 
'If^mersianj untettauchuog, veriUDkuBg." ^ 

BbrckhjI&dt, in bis Geiifniaii and Englinh LexicoB (e<L 
Bei^, 1823), gives the same definitions, both in the Eaag^ 
lish and in the Xjcernnm. . 

From this it is manifest, that whatever might have beea 
the.etymdogy of the vorda Taufen suid Taufer^ they do 
not in German mean immerst or immener. To give a 
Gennan an idea of immersion you must use other words^ 
difikrent both in their origio, their meaning, and tfa^ 
iwm.* . • ^ • 

The woiid will doubtless doncur wUh Mr* Woolsey in 
his encomium upon Luther as, ^' This bdd defender of the 



* ** It It probablo,** MiyA Kurtt^ (himself a distin^uishcd^Luther- 
ao,) ^* thai at an early pe'riod in the reformation I«tather inclined io 
the opinion that infants should be * pretty w^ll .dipped^' but at BO 
time did he consider such dipping essential." ** His apparent ori. 
ginal preference (it wan a mere prefeFence»^ of dipping was soon 
abandoned ; and^ as he grew older> he settled down into the samfr 
opinion that is now entertained hj the great body of Lutheran di- 
vines m the United States*** Dr. Kurtx refers to< thd statement 
of BaptistSj that ** Luther bimsolf, the great reformer, condemntd 
the practice of sprinkling, and eveh disapproved of infant baptisi^.** 
Upon this Dr. Kurtz remarks, '* That any one not. utterly re. 
gardless of his reputation, should liazard an assertion so entirely 
unfounded, is matter of as mu^h i^gret as it is fluri^rise \ iat Lu. 
thei*s writings, throughbut, abound ^ith the most oonolnSive cvi. 
dcnce in support of infant baptism, as weU of biscontiction of the 
propriety and validity of its performance by affusion ; even. his hos. 
tiiity to the abuses of papacy is not susceptible of cleai^er or strong, 
er proof." Di» Kurtz then quotes numerbiis passages in which 
Luther speaks of *'idipping a ekUd in water, or tfrinkUng it with 
water« acobrding to the command of Christ.** ''^ Inasmuch as 
there is neither ornament or honor at baptism* ahd'God doe^ out* 
wardly no more than apply a hanoful of watSr.*' ** Adminis- 
tering it' (* baptism,*) by BprinJcling water upon the, 'subjec^^ in 
connection with the Words prescribed by God.** 



iitalieQable:ii^t of eveijT man," ia havet&e Bible ^fidth- 
fidly trandated into his temacular tongue." Boubtkfis 
Lutber meant t6 give ^Hbe. Bible translated to ^the Ger- 
mana, that they might read in their owii language, the 
wonderful woiks of uod." But the reader may judge 
whether Mr* Wbolaey would not haye spared. his encomi-^ 
um upon Luther, hwl -he not, in talking about Luther's 
translation, undertaken to talk about a matter concerning 
which he was not well informed; Because our English 
trtmah^ors render the word Baptize by the Word wash in 
Mark, vii. 4, and Luke^ xi. 38, Mr. Woolsey declares 
&at they have been guilty of a ^^ gliuing perverson of this 
Scripture, by supprtanng the word baptize, and substkut- 
ing ihe'-wardwctaity-' p. 152. He cdnt^ids, p. 153, that 
'^ the tranalatofl^ of our. English Bible, for^ the sake of 'sup* 
pr€$sing the true import ci the words baptize and.bap- 
lism," ^^have xiot only concealed" ^e ^' instruetions of 
tiie Holy Ghost," but ^^represented the Holy Ghost as 
using the most stupid tautology." But how does' that 
^^ great refininer," and'/' bold defender," translate these 
passages 1 Mr. Woolsey declares that ix haa ^ven to the 
Germans a Bible translated. How does Luther translate 
these passives 1 , He tnuislates them -by the word* '^ wash," 
the pure old Saxon word, the identical mother of our good 
old English word u^oiA." >'' Und wenn sit vom JMarkte 
kommeni essen Henicht,, ate waschen sigh denn;" — ^they 
WASH THEXs'sLVBa. So in Liike, xi. 38. '' Ba das der 
Phari^aer sahyl>erwunderte er sich, dass er sich nicht 
vor dem- essen g^waschen hattb," — ^that he had not 
WASHBSL hiffiselfJ' 

the PsSHrrO-STBIAC VERSION. 

Mj. Woolsey aflfcms, p. 71, tliat "the venerable 
PeshitChSynac versicm," which he thinks was "evidently 
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executed by the last of the first centiuy," has bapliae 
translated by immerse. 

If this y^ere so, I think we have shown iJx>nl higher 
authority, even frcnn the Scriptures themselves, that such 
a translation is wrong. The testimony of Evangelists and 
Apostles is as g<k)d against the mere opinion of all traiifr* 
lators, as it is against testimony adduced from the heathen 
Greeks. 

^ But will Mr. Wookey admit this translatioo to Jbe good 
authority on the subject of baptism! - Will Mr. Woolsey, 
after affirming, p. 252,'that  " not a word is^^d about in- 
fimt baptism" ^^till the third century f will he, a^rdl 
that he has said about ^' Misttress Lydia," p. 305, and its 
being '* quite certain that she was a maiden lady," p* 306 ; 
will Mr. Woolsey, after this, admit the '^ venerable Peshito- 
Synac version," thi» " Protoplastic veraon," " ihe very best 
that ihas ever been made" as good authority on> the subject 
of baptism 1 This Syriac version reads, that '^ when she 
(Lydia) was baptized with her children."* Will Mr. 
Woolsey, after affirming that this version was made by the 
last of the first century, and maintaining that it ^^ cannot be 
determined" whether it " be the work of ah'inspired apostk 
or not," will he now admit that he is wrong in declaring so 
positively that there is no where any mention of iniant 
baptism till the third century ? Will he admit, that he, 
and all the Baptists are wrong in denying that infant bap- 
tism-existed before the close: of the second century^ and 
acknowledge that the practice can be traced clearly and 
indubitably to the aposties :-r-or will he forever after be 
silent abou^t the ^* imijaersion" of the "venerable Peshitor 
Syriac version V 



y 



• Kvxts, p. 99. The Coptic venion gives iht same iwding • 
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'But it is not admitted tbat die Sjrriac velrsioa renders . 
the word baptize, by a word signifying immerse4 The 
best scholars deny it. Profe&stv Stuart show^ that while 
the Syriac has a word, which means to- plunge, dip, or 
immerse, the Syriac Version does not employ that word, 
but another which signifies " to canfirtn^—to esiablish^^ 
so that ^^ Baptism, then, in the language of the Peshito, 
is the rUe of confirmation simply, while the manner of 
this is tappairently left without being at all expressed "* 
An En^i^h Baptist, who is, as says- a' competent judge, 
^ evidently a master in Israel," has recently written against 
the ^Baptist Ti^qiislSLtion Society. This writer accords 
witii Professor Stuart with r^ard to the meaning of the 
Syriac word by ^hich baptize is translated in the version 
in question." ^ I confess," says he, ** I can derive no coun- 
taumce to my practice as a Baptist from this version." 
Concerning the Elhio^ic and Coptic Versions, he admits 
that ^' they must be set aside, if they are not used against 
in ('the Baptists') in the baptismal controversy."f 

The ancient Syriac version is the present Bible of the 
Nesterian Christf&ns. Their modem word for baptize^ia 
rascally the word employed in the ancient version, and 
l&e tiie German fati/Vn, and the English baptize^ it it 
exclusively appropriated to the ordinance of baptism. 
They baptize, either by immersion or affusion, and make 
no objectidn when they see our missionaries baptize by 
.q>rin]ding, but consider it as good and valid baptism. Mr 
Woolsey is, therefore, as much mistaken here, as he is in 
the case of Martin Luther's veision. 

DUTCH, DANISH, AMD SWEDISH VEBSIQN8. 

^.Our Baptist brethren affirm, that the Danish, Dutch« 

» From Jadd*B Reply- to PfofeBBor Stoart, p. 164. 
t See Now York ElyaQfelist,. Jan. 33, 1841. 
7 
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and Swedish versicms hav^ the words in . dispute traadft- 
ted by words signifying immersion."* 

On this subject I will simply qupte the words of ])r. 
Henderson who has studied the languages of Northern Eu- 
rope on the ground, and is "familiar' with their idiomi. 
Dr. Henderson is authority upon, this subject, which wiU 
not probably be questioned. . 

Says Dr. Henderson, '' As it respects the Gotiiic dia- 
lects^ which have been repeatedly appealed to with great 
confidence, it is a settled, point with all who are acquaint- 
ed with them, that the i:eference is totally irrelevant*' 
That the Maeso-gothic daupian the Anglo-Saxon dyppan, 
the Dutch doopeny th^ Swedish dopa^ the Danish dobe^ and 
the German taufen^ all correspond in sound to our Eng- 
lish word dipy does, not admit of any dilute, any more 
than the feet that daby daub^ and dvJ>^ have the same corres^ 
pondence; but nothing would be more erroneous than, to 
conclude, with the exception of the Anglo-Saxon, that 
they must have the same signification. No Dutchman, 
Dane, Swede, or German, would for a mpmept imagine 
that the words belonging to their respective languages, 
meant anything else than baptism, by the application of 
water to the body baptized. The words are never used in 
those languages in another s^nse, or in application to any 
other subject. Where the Germans would express dip or 
immerse they employ tatichen and not Uufen^ which is 
the word by which baptize is translated. The Danes, in 
like manner, use dyppe and / neddyppe^ for dip, and not 
dohe. And that neither Luther^ nor the authors of the 
Dutch, Danish, and Swedish versions, had any intention of 
conveying the id6a of immersion as implied in baptize, is 
obvious £pom the prepositicm which they have used with 
the verb. Thus we read in ' German^ mii v^ai^r taufen ; 
' " ■' '  ,. ,  II ' I.  i » .^. 

' * Report Am. F. Bib. Soc. 1840, p. 38. Woolsey, p. 138. 
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in Danish, dobe met vand | i^ Swedish, dopa me(2 yatn ; 
in Dutch, doopen mri wasser : i. e. with water, and not in 
WB8ser^-t n water, i vand, i vatn ; which phraseology is as 
foreign to these lahgaages as the practice which it would 
sanction is unknown to the inhabitants of the countries in 
which they are"lfpoken. Even the Mennonites* in Hol- 
land, and other parts, though they reject infant baptism^ 
administer the ordinance by pourings and not by immer- 
non. 

THB VULGATB. " . 

Mr. Woolsey says, p. 82, that '^ The Roman Catholic 
Bibleyi. e, the Latin Vulgate, was the first to transfer bap* 
tize and other words, rather than translate them.'' AgaiB,^ 
p. 83, he calls the Vulgate the " atuharized RoTnan Bible,*^ 
On p. 89, he classes our English Bible and the Vulgate to* 
gether as " unworthy models. ^^ 

Now it is true that the Vulgate is the ^' authorized 
Bible " ,in the Roman Catholic church. But it is also true 
that the Vulgate was made before the Papal church had an 
existeaee. The Vulgate was declared the standard vev* 
sion oi the Roman church by ^e Council of Trent, in 
1545 : but it ought not to be forgotten that it was to an 



* The MennoniteB , vi'ho were once warm and ancompromisinjr 
contenders for immersion, at lengrth gave it up, and have been, for 
jnpre than a hundred years, in the practi(^e of poojing wat6r on 
the head of the candidate through the hand of the administrator. 
'^' They fonnd that when candidates were lying ort sick beds, or 
confined ip prison, or tn a state of peeuliariy delicate health, or in 
rarioua other unusual situations which may be easily imagined, 
that there was so much difficulty, not to say in some cases a total 
mipoflsibility in baptizing by plunging, that they deliberately, as a 
denomination, agreed to lay aside the .practice of immersion and 
•abstitoted the plan of affusion.** (Dr, M^Ut, p,92) 
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old copy of the Vulgate, which providentiaUy feU into^^ 
hands of Martin Luther, long hefere the Council of Trent, 
thai we owe the Reformation. The Bibl^ on which the 
Reforination was built, and which, was in use by all tbo 
ancient Western churches, before the Papal church was 
bom, ought not, surely, thus to be thrown, by with a sar- 
4»sm, as *^ The Roman Catholic Bible." In the time of 
Jerome, who was bom about A..D^ 330, there were sevend 
Latin versicHis of the Bible taid of parts of the Bible. - One 
of them, adopted by ecclesiastical authority, had Icxig been 
called the Vulgate, or common version. . In the process of 
tnmscribing many times, many mist^es had crept into the 
^comm<xi copies. In A. D. 383, Jerome began a revisioii 
of this ancient Vulgata^ Or Itala version — Shaving befiire 
him the original Hehrew of the Old Testament, the origi-^ 
nal Greek of the New, together with the Hexapla of Ori* 
gen.* With these, and with a)l other aids before him 
which the age afforded, Jerome sat dowp to the ^revision 
of the old Itala or Vulgiita: a part of^ wMch revision vt 
still extant, (the book of Job, and the book of Psalps,) 
the remainder . is lost But ^ impressed witii the necessit]^ . 
of a new version, imd counselled by friends, he- began at 
the same time a new veiokui, which he * completed A. D. 
405, and which is now the well ImownVuigate,' This- 



* This Hexapla was bom posed of six' versions of the Script ores, 
arranged in six parallel columns: a work which ^Oris^cn com* 
mcnced about A. D. 2dl».i4)r the purpose of &ayin|: the saered test 
from eorruption. In the first column was the Sepiuaifint; a Greek 
Tersion of the Old Testament, made 280 years before Christ, .io 
the second column was the Tersion of AqoiJa, a proselyte Jew, 
made about. A. D. 128. The third was that of Symmachusj poh^ 
lished about A^ D. 175. The fifth was ah old Torsion found at Je> 
richo^^bont A. D. 217 : and tfab sixth another, discovered at Nfi* 
copolis, about A. D. 3S^. . - > 
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gradually jprevailed, and in time ' entirely supplanted the 
old Itala: 

In -this version the Greek baptize^ is adopted into the 
Latin as a Latin word. It was probably so in the old 
Itala. Jerome could not have changied the practice of the 
whole Latin church in administering 'the ordinance of 
baptism, and taught them to say ^ hapiizoie^^ instead of 
" subtnergoie" had the latter or any such word been in 
comknon use. I see no reason to doubt that, frpm the 
very day that baptism was first administered at Rome, or 
ih the Latin tongue, the word baptize was at once adopted . 
into the Latin tongue by a transfer from the Greek ; and 
if soj it was done either by, or with the sanction of the 
apostles themselves. At all events, while there was a 
common Latin word for immerse and for submerge, (these 
two English words are taken fi-om the Latin) — Jerome, 
and the Christian world with him, did not employ either 
submergo or immergo, but baptizo. Now the Baptists 
affirm that the whole Christian world were Baptists at 
that time ; t. e., that they considered baptism to be sjmo- 
nymous with im^^sion, and practised accordingly. If 
this were so, then the Vulgate is rather a Baptist Bible than 
a Roman Catholic Bible : and immersers first led the way 
in transferring the word baptize, instead of translating it 
by a word in common use. This outcry about ^^ trans' 
ferring,^\Bnd " cT)ncealing," comes to this at last. 

But an argument may be built upon these fiicts. The 
aiicient -Western Church, whose common language was 
Latin, had. an abundant supply of words to express immer^ 
sion and submersiony if tibey had thought immersion the 
only baptism, or essential to it. But so farj from eih* 
ploying one of their common words, ^ey transferred the 
original Greek word baptize, adopted it into their lan- 
guage, and gave it a complete naturalization. When they 
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spoke of baptifinii they caUed it an (Mutum^ a waihingy a 
distilling of the purifying dew ; ihej spoke ot it notiu^ an 
immersion. As to the 'maimer of peiforming baptism, 
even when they generally practisied immersioii, tiiey did. 
not always do so, and of course never deemed it essentiaL 
What is the inevitable conclusion from thes^ fitets 1 That 
they did not con^ider the word immerse, or the wordsub- 
merge as equivalent to the word l^ptize: and tbat a sub^ 
stitution of these words for that would not be an adequate 
fidthful translation. 

. Here, then, we have thp judgment of the ancicait church 
with regard to the propriely of transferring the word in 
question : and that judgment £)unded upon the* conviction 
that neither of their existing "Words- would truly and ade^ 
quately express the true idea of XShristian baptism. ' 

This was the judgment of the Christian church in the 
time of Jerome: and in his days the use of baptizo, as a 
common Latin word, was a custom, whereof the memoiy 
€£ man ran not to the contrary-^as ^ practice in which all 
Christians who spake the Latin language acquiesced and 
undoubtingly agreed. The tbansf£b wA8,Pwithout any 
ground for doubt of which I am informed, mads m thb 

DAYS OF THE APOSTLES THEMSELVES. It is not, aS Mi:. 

Woolsey's book, and the Report of the Baptist Bible Socie- 
ty would lead those to suppose who are not otherwise 
informed, a recent invention^ to oppose the Baptists, aiid 
^^ to conceal a part of .God's revealed will from the na- 
tions ojtthe earth, in a dead languagey with the view.c/ 
promoting -party designs, and of preventing men fixun 
knowing his will and their duty and obligation to' obey 
hini." 

STKANGE BEPRESENTATIONS. 

Mr. Woolsey sajs^ p. 202, >^ Indeed I am compelled 
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to say, that k is a'most ymoDMry plea, to wluch our Pedo* 
baptist brethren bav^ resortedj to represent the land o£ 
C^maan, in the times.of Christ and his^^tostles, as a barren; 
flterilej sandy desert, having neither fountains n4}r riven 
o/wcaerP? : . ^ 

WhenT^nvhere have Pedobaptists '^resorted" to this 
" plea 1". When— where have they^ " rq^eaetUjU the 
LA^ OF Ca^aait,. in the times of Christ and his apoftl^s, as 
a BABBEic AND sT£Bii<E DBssBT, koving neUhif fountoim 
nor rivers of water ?" Can Mr. Wodbey tell us when, 
or where such representations have been made 1 I have 
neither heard all tiiat Pedobaptists have said, nor read all 
tWt they hav^ written. I cannot here affirm a universal 
negative ^iod say th«t no Pedobaptist has ever resorted to 
such a ^ vi3ionary jdea," and made such a representation of 
the land of Canaan, But I must be allowed to express my 
doubts ; and to call upon Mr. Woolsey to substantiate this 
alleglBtion, or to retract it as ixijurious and untrue. Nor 
will it be 9ifficient to show that one^or two have at some 
time made such representaticms of the land of Canaan. 
Mr. Woolsey affirms it of " our Pedobaptist brethren :^ 
by which we must understand him, either tiiat^uch repre- 
sentations are commonly made by Pedobaptists, or by a 
sufficient number of Pedobaptists of intelligence and stand- 
ing, to fix the charge uponihe Pedobaptist community in 
general.^ . 

, He describes us as making these repr^entations of the 
land of Canaan in direct and wanton contradiction of the 
Soriptures, which speak of Palestine as ^' chosen before all 
other portions of the earth, for its fertility and its abun* 
dant resources of every kind, eepeciaUy tkose of water :^^ 
and adds, ^^ Alas ! what liberties men take with the Bible I 
Sprinkling must be supported at the expense of every real 
truth of Ixdy religion ! The Bible must be con< 
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ite sense must be frittered awajr, and every thmg- expunged 
fiofn the sacred page, which idomes ^ in eoropetition -with 
this Darling — ^a legitimate ofispring of the Church of 
Rome, but now nursed in the lap of. Christianity." He 
finally concludes the subject by. saying, ^^ I am at a loss to 
know how an enlightened Christian can advocate sprink- 
ling for one moment, unless it be on the ground to which 
Mr. Henry alludes, when he Bays, " How often are the pre-' 
judicea of bigotry held fast. against the clearest discoveriei 
and plainest dictates of divine trvth !" 

These are «erioua charges — a serious impeachment of 
our honesty and truth ; charges based upon the allegation 
that we have "represented the lai^ of Canaan in the 
times of the apostles^, as: a^ barren, sterile, sandy desert^ 
having neither fountains nor rivers of water.'^ If such re- 
presentations have been made by Fedobaptists, again I 
•ay, let them be shown.- ' 

Again, on p. 181, Mr. Woolsey says, " And yet an at- 
tempt is made to support sprinkling, by imposing upon the 
credulity of the young and unskilled in ancient geography, 
in making them believe that there was not wateic in and 
about Jerusalem and Damaiseus,' K^AtcA would admit cf 
immersing a human heing.'' 

This wiU doubtless be a piece of news to the Pedobap- 
tist world. Who has made such an " attempt 1"- Who is 
it that is guilty of this monstrous endeavor to impose upon 
the credulity of the young and 'the unskilled in ancient 
geography 1 The Fedobaptist world will stand in doubt 
who it is that has done this till Mr. Woolsey shall tell us. 
If he fails to tell us, he must pardon us if we stand 
in doubt whether what he has told us b^ true ; for it 
sounds very strange and improbable to our ears. We 
shall not deem it a clearing up of this matter, to refer us 
to what has been said of 4he region where John was bap-' 
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tmng, /when the Scripture says of him, ''John did btpti2?e 
in Uite wilderness :" for l)oth Scripture and hisimans, and 
recent travelers, have put that matter beyond debate ; 
th^i that part, of .the valley of the Jordan was^and still is 
—HI wilderness, to a remarkable, extent, without fountains 
and springs of water. Mr. Woolsey is not here speaking 
of the wilderness, Imt of thf region ^^in an^ about JerU' 
aalem^and Damascus :^^ ^md he introduces the .passs^ 
winch I have cited, in connection with Paul's b4>tiflm 
which occurred at the latter place. 

Mr* Woolsey says, p. 199, '' Were it right la suffer sin 
upon a brother I woidd gladly^ draw the mantle of obli- 
vicn over the entire course by which sprinkling and in* 
tet sprinkling are kept alive in. the Christian cbusch." 
He tells us,. p. 1.34, pf '\sOme of our friends, who are at 
the laboring oar night and day to make sprinkling answer 
lor immersion in the rite of baptism, and to keep their 
consciences in a state of tolerable rest,^^ He says, p. 1.35» 
'^ Is it not pitiful in the entreme^ that such efforts «hould 
be. made to avoid following the lowly, yet delightful foot- 
steps of Jesus." And he asks, p. 136, '' What shall we 
say, w]iat must we think of those who, professing to be 
acquainted with the Greek tongue, venture to assert thai 
baptize does not mean to dip or immerse in the Hebrew* 
Qif^ek \ . A learned Presbyterian," he says, '' has answer- 
ed this intarogaticm." 

Whether the words of the learned Presbyterian are to 
have any just aj^lication to these allegations ccmceming 
tile Pedobaptist representations of ^ Palestine,!' and of the 
region ^'in and about JerMsalem and Damascus," must Ih^ 
determined according to the success or fiiilure of Mr. 
Woolsey in substantiating these grievoua charges. But 
the following is his quotatk>n jErom the learned Presbyte- 
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^ One who argues in this manner, never faik^ with per* 
was of kn6wledge, to betray the cause he would df fend $ 
and though with respect io the vulgar^ bold assertions 
generally succeed as well as argument, and sometimes bet- 
ter; yet a candid mind will always disdain to take the 
help of FALSEHOOD, evcn in the support of truth.'* 

John Bumyan. 

1 shalf close my remarks on Mr. Woolsey's book, so &r 
as eoncems the mode of baptism, by noting ho# he uses 
the name of Bunyan ; as a specimen of the appeals to 
prejtidice, in which his book abopnds. 

• On p. 148, Mr. Woolsey says, '* About the time that 
-Mr. Baxter wrote his ^ plain Scripture proof,' the great and 
good John Bunyan, a Baptist, of whom the world was not 
worthy^ was confined in prison for th^ space df twelve 
years. Many a Baptist suffered even unto death for 
Christ's sake and the Gospel." - 

What has the character or conduct of Baxter or of Bun- 
yan to do with the question at issue 1 Nothing at alL 
Had they both been kings or slaves, saints or pirates, an- 
gels or deviis, it would bear nothing on the question wheth- 
er immersion is the -only baptism, or whether in^ts ale 
to be baptized ; yet such inuendos as JM^. Wocdsey has 
made with regard to Baxter and Bunyan, may work tipoE 
the prejudices of people, and so answer a purpose^ even if 
they aid nothing in determining the truth. 

But what are the ^ts with regard to iBaxter and Bun* 
yan 1 Not at all as Mr. Woolsey's inuendo would lead 
people to suppose. ' Bunyan was not persecuted or im- 
prisoned for being a Bapti^^ but for being a non-confonn- 
ist ; and that under the same laws, and by means of the 
same persecutors as those by which Baxter himself was 
again and again imprisoned,. ahut- out from preaching ten 
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years together, driven from, home, harassed wUhmforma- 
tioBs, fine% warrants of distress, persecuted with slander, 
brought before magbtrates and courts, committed to the 
tender inercies of a trial before the inhuman Jeffries; 
again, and yet again harassed, distressed and imprisoned ; 
aod so-he d^igged out his life, amid the su^erings of a body 
enfeebled by disease, and the distresses brought upon, him 
by persecution, till near the time when his exhausted na. 
tore found rest in the grave. Banyan and Baxter suffer- 
ed under the same persecuting laws by which two thou- 
sand faithful Pedobaptist ministers were turned put of their 
livings, and -driven away from their work, and otherwise 
distressed, for non-conformity with the Episcopal, the es- 
tablished church of England. Baxter had been offered a 
Bishopric,. and might have lived in quiet and rolled in 
splendor had he been a less conscientious and a less holy 
man. - - 

Mr. Woolsey says that John Bunyan was confined in 
prison ^^ about the time that Mr. Baxter wrote his ' Plain 
Scripture Proof.' " Baxter's " Plain ScriptureProof of In- 

* &nt Baptism," was written about the year 1649. Bunyan 
ent^red the ministry in 1656. His arrest and inqprison- 

-ment was in November 1660, soon after the, restoration 

. of King Charles n. 

Bunyan givea a detsuled account of his arrest, exami- 
iiAtion, trial, and imprisonment. He records his examina- 
tions in.the form of dialogues ; and fsom these it does not 
appear that either Bunyan or his persecutors thought that 
his beixig a Baptist had the slightest concern in procuring 
his arrest and imprisonment. Bunyan says, concerning his 
bill of indictm^t, ^^ The extent thereof was as followeth : 
That John Bunyan of the town of Bedford, laborer, being 
a person of such and such conditions, he hath (since such 
a time) devliahlj arid pemiciottsly abstained from coming 
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to OmmcR to hear divine service^ and is a common up- 
holder of several unlawful meetings and conventicles, to 
the great distu]j>ance uid distraction of the good subjects 
of this kingdom, contrary to the laws of our sovereign loiti 
the King:"* , > 

But to say nothing about pelrsecution, with what sort, 
of reasoning canMr. Woobey pretend to make capital 
stock out of the name of Bunyan 1 " Bunyan was a Bop- 
/w/." True, he was so 5 biit such a Baptist as Mr* Wool- 
sey smd the glose communion Baptists would viat with 
Censure and church discipline, leyenlo excommunication, 
were he now alive and Within their pale. John Bunyttn 
was not a close communion Baptist ; any more than the 
celebrated Robert Hally of whom a close communion 
Baptist minister said to' me not long since, *' He was' not 
of our denomination*^^ John Bun3ran joined an open 
communion church, which, says his biographer Philips 
" was not wholly a Baptist church." Says Philip, p. S12, 
*^ Bunyan was not much indebted to them (the Baptists,) 
as a body." Individual churches and ministers did-much 
for him and his family, and the Calvinistic section of the' 
body duly appreciated his orthodoxy, but neither the gen- 
eral nor particular Baptists cared much about him. Both 
abetted some of their chief men in lessening hi& fame and 
influence. ''They called him a Machiaveli^, a man 
devilish, proud, insolent, and presumptuous.. Some com. 
pared him to the devil ; others to a bedlanute;; others to a 
sot ; and they sneered at his low origin, and the base oc- 
cupation from which he had risen." 

All tins Bunjran suffered from the Baptists, ^^for advo- 

oating and preaching open communion^ Bunyan, 

- - ^  

• Philip'ff life a&d Timeft of BunysHa, p. 246. 



^PTIBfr ERR(»S. 89 

homevefy was c^a magnanimouB dispontion, andcould ap- 
|ireciat« heroism even in those who abtised him. ^^ I f<»v 
give Mr. Kiffen," says he, " and love him never the worse 
for what he hath done in the matter of those ttnhandsorke 
brantifs that my brethren have laid up<»i me, for saying 
tiud the church nf Christ haih not warrant to keep out of 
her communion a visible saint^* 

Says Philip, p. 318, " All suffierers for conscience' sake 
were dear to Bunyan, and hence he grpuped them together 
in his kind appeals to them ; and his appeals had weight 
after the publication of his Pilgri]^. That book opened 
many hearts to him amongst the strict Baptists, althoi]^ 
it relaxed none of their strictness. Christian and HopefUf 
were admitted into full communion in all their churches, 
although John Bunyan was shut out." 

MIS*STAT£lfENT OF THE ARGUMENT FOR INFANT BAPTISM. 

On p. 238, Mr. Woolsey professes to examine " The 

liOST POPITLAR ARGUMENTS, UPON WHICH OUR IPedOBAP* 
TIST BRETHREN REST THE VALIDITY dP InFANT BaPTISM.*' 

His first section under this chapter, has the following 

cttption : '^ The validity of Infatii Buptism is urged And 

thought to be established, on the ground of its being taken 

for granted, without any express command in the ^ew 

Testament.^^ 

Under this he says, " Strange as it may appear, the va- 
lidity of in&nt baptism is' uiged on the very ground that 
Baptists reject it. We reject it because not commanded 
in the Bible. They hold to it because not commanded^ 
hut taken for granted.^^ 

He goes on : — ^^ The silence of the New Testameat 
quite sufficient to establish in^t baptism!!! How 
strangely do men reason whai they want for solid and 

8 
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mibstantial testimony! Who qould have thought that a 
doctor of divinity should have, at this enlightened day, 
employed logic so singularly strange, and at war with 
every acknowledged principle of correct reasoning ! ! " 

"Plead the validity of a practice on the ground of the 
entire silence of Scripture ! ! ! • What a principle this'fiw 
Protestants of the nineteenth century! !" 

" Shall the absence of all evidence be made the best of 
evidence 1" 

. He likens the argument to the proceeding of a court, 
when the accuser tails to bring forward any testimony to 
establish the charge," — condemning a person '^ecaii^e there 
is no evidence against him.^ — " making the^ entire abse^iee 
cfall testimony against you qu^e sufficient to ^(ablish 
the groundless charge ! I ! " This illustration he pursues 
to some length, and then says, " ^nd yet this is precisely 
the kind of argument which our Pedobapist brethren ^w- 
ploy in justification of in&nt baptism." 

Now every person who has ever been familiar wifli the 
arguments for infant baptism knows that this is an entire 
misrepresentation and a most injurious one. 

Mr. Woolsey here refers to Dr. Miller of Princeton, 
and represents him as " making the entire absence^ of all 
evidence the best of evidence ;" and " pleading the va- 
Udity of a practice on the ground of the eiitire silen€$ 
of the Scripture." 

. Now when Mr. Woolsey made this representation, he 
doubtless had Dr. Miller's book before him, as he quotes 
Dr^ Miller's words. He must have known then, that im» 
piediately before the words which he }ias quoted. Dr. Mit 
ler lays down the following heads of argument, and large- 
ly and ably maintains and illustrates them, f viz. 

1. " Because in all Jehovah^s covenants vjiih his pror 
fessing people^ iheif infant seed have been included*^? 

3. ^^ The close and endearing conmction between pa* 
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rents and children^ affords a strong argumeDt in favor, 
of the ehurch-membership of the iftfaht seed of be- 
lievers." 

3. " The actual and acknowledged church'tnembersMp 

of infants under the Old Testament economy, is a deci- 
sive index of the divine will in regard to this matter:'' 
• A. ^^ It is equally ceri-ain thai the church of God is 
the 'same in substance now that it was then.^^ 

5. '* If infan's were once members^ and if the church 
remains the same, they undoulf(er/ly are still members, 
itnLess some positive enactment excluding them can 
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6. " Baptism has come in the room of circumcision. 

7. " We Jini the principle of family baptism again 
and again adopted in the apostolic ageJ 

8. ** We cannot imagine that the privileges and the 
sign of infant membership, to which all the first CJhris- 
tians had been so loiig accustomed, could have been ab- 
BOPTLY WITHDRAWN, wuhout wounding the hearts of pa* 
rents, and producing in them feelings of revolt and 
€omplai"i against the new economy,^^ 

9. .^* Although the New Testament doies not ccmtain any 
specific- texts; which, in so many words, declare that the 
infant seed of believers are members oi the church in vir- 
tue of their birth^ yet it abounds in passages which can- 
not reasonably be explained but in harmony with this 
doctfine." 

10. "Pinally; the history of the Christinr^ church 
YKOVi, THE APOt^TOLic AGE, fimishes an argument of irre- 
mstible force in iavbr of the divine authority of in&nt 
baptism." 

AU these propositions Dr. Miller largely expands and 
ably argues. He then unfolds the supposition which oUr 
Baptist brethren are by their system obliged to take for 
granted \ — '^ That, after the children of God bad been for 
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nearly ti^o thousand y ears, in the enjoyment of an impdr* 
iant pnvUege/' — '^ it was suddenly, and without explana- 
tion set aside ; that on the opening of the New Testamei:^ 
dispensation, a dispensation of larger promises, and of in- 
creased liberkLity, this privilege was abruptly and totally 
withdrawn 5 —  * * i\^q^ gj} ^ig took place without 
one hint of any reason for it being given ; without one 
syllable being said, in all the numerous epistles, by any 
one of justification or apology, ibr so important a change ! 
Nay, that instead of such notice and explanation^ a mode 
of .expression under the new economy, should be throligh-v 
out used, coi^esponding with the former practice, and 
adapted still to convey tiie idea that both parents and 
children stood in their old relation, notwithstanding the 
painful change ! Is this credible ! Can it be believed by 
any one who is not pre-determined<to regard it as true 1" 

Having set forth this consideration with great force, Dr. 
Miller adds, ^'I must, say, my friends, that to my mind, 
'Mb consideration, were there no other, is conclusive. In* 
stead of our Baptist brethren having a ri^t to caU upon 
us to find a direct warrant in the New Testament, in fa> 
vor of in&nt membership, we have ^ a right to call upon 
them to produce ^ direct warrant /or /Ae great and sud* 
den change which they alledge took placfe." A^id th^ 
follow the words quoted by Mr. Woolsey ', ^ If k "be ub 
they say thai the JVew Testament is silent on the stibjtci^ 
this very silence is quite sufficient to destroy their cauH 
and' establish ours" 

Every one will perceive that Dr. Miller builds his ai^gi^ 
ment, not .upon the entire silence of the Soripture, 900^- 
ceming infant baptism ; but upon circumstances and conr 
siderationSy which, in the entire silence of the Scripture 
with regahl to '^a direct warrant,*' are decisive proo£ 
These institutions and records subsisting m the word ^ 
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€rod ; the " Very silence of the New Testament," which 
the Baptist's alledge, " is quite sufficient "to destroy their 
cause, and establish ours." 

That this is Dr. Miller's argument, I think no one can 
fail to see. He has not. spoken in language which can be 
Aiisunderstood, unless it be violently torn out of its con- 
bectipn and perverted in such a manner as to make him 
seem to say what, if his words be taken iii their plain im- 
Ik>rt and in their connection, he certainly has not said. 

: But is this pleadings the validity^ of in&nt baptism "on 
the ground of the entire silenqe of the Scripture 1" Is 
this " making the absence of all evidence, the best of evi- 
dence V^ Does Dr. Miller plead, or admit the " absence 
of all evidence " as establishing infant baptism 1 Yet 
such^ is the representation which Mr. Woolsey first made 
to his people from the pulpit, and which he bas now with 
their formal sanction, deliberately published to the world. 

After making this representation, Mr. Woolsey has an- 
other section under thle following caption : " The validi- 
ty OF INFANT BAPTISM IS pLeAD FOR AS OF DIVINE APPOINT- 
MENT, BECAUSE THERE IS NO PROHIBITION AGAINST IT." 

This section he commences thus : "And has it come to, 
this 1 Shall we hold our peace and forbear uttering our 
decided disapprobation against innovations into the Chris 
tian church because they are not forbidden 1 Shall we 
tamely submit to every practice which the ingenuity of 
man may invent, because not interdicted in thg Bible 1" 
Is this the truth 1 Is it the whole truth 1 Is it all that 
is essential to the truth in this matter 1 Can Mr. Wool- 
sey be ignorant that no Pedbbaptist has based an argument 
for infant baptism, upon the ^imp/e absence ofprohibi'. 
tion 1 Can he be ignorant, that we have uniformly based 
our arguments upon positive institutions of God ; upon 
autheniic records of the Holy Ghos^j indicative of the 
practice of the apostles ; — ^which institution;! and as- 

8* 
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auMjSNTS, in the absence of prphibUion^ lead, aiTwe thiiik, 
to the inevitable conclusion that in&nt baptism ^^ft^^ or* 
dained of 6od 1 ' 

QXrOTATION PROM DE. WOODS. 

Under the foregoing section, Mr. Woolsey quotes Dr, 
Woods, p. 24S, as though Dr. Woods bad explicitly given 
up all claim either to a Scriptural warrant, or to Scriptural 
evidence for infant baptism. The quotation is thus: 
*^And Dr. Woods, an associate of Frofesso]: Stuart,'' 
(whom he has just quoted in a similar manner) ^' says s 
' We have no express precept or example for infant bap- 
tism, in all our holy writings.* " , , ^ 
. Dr. Woods indeed us^s this languagei. But the scope 
of Dr. Woods' argument lays an emphasis here on the 
word ^' EXPRESS ;" and to make Dr. .Woods say so n^uch 
as is here quoted, and say no more, is to make him bear .a 
witness precisely the reverse of what Dr. Woods believes, 
and most strenuously and ably maintains to be the truUi. 
Mr. Woolsey knows full weU^ that the work of Dr. 
Woods from which these words are taken, was written for 
the express purpose <rf proving from the Scriptures the 
divine authority for infant. baptism. .Mr^ Woolsey knows 
full well that Dr. Woods most formally takes his position 
in the :fellowing words : 

'^ But I shall now proceed to argue the point fboA thb, 
inspire;) records,, just as they are. My position is, that 
the Scriptures of the JsTew Testament^ understood accord* 
ing to just rules of interpretation, imply thcU the children 
of believers are to be baptized^ 

In the Prefece to Bis work. Dr. Woods says, " The 
reader will perceive that the doctrine of Infant BaptisQi 
is a doctrine whieh I very seriously believe, and which I 
feel it to be my duty earnestly to maintain. He will per- 



ceive too^ that the doctrine is dear to my heart, and is a»> 
jociated in my contemplaticms with the most sacred truths 
of religion, and the most precious interests of Christ^s 
Idngdoin. My manner of treating this subject is hot the 
result of haste, but of repeated and long-continued investi- 
tion.*' " For many years in the earlier part of my life, 1 
had a decided prepossessicai in favor of their*' (the Bap- 
tists') " peculiar sentiments on the subject of baptism j 
and they hiave a right to inquire for the reasons of my 
Jpresent beliief I here frankly give them my reasons." 

In bringing forward Dr. Woods for the authority of his 
name, his learning, his integrity,— in testimony; in ad- 
ducing him as a witness in this cause, Mr. Woolsey "was 
bound, in common honesty, to' quote so much of his words 
as would at least let him speak the truth as touching his 
opinion on the matter in question ; and not just so much 
te would cause him to be understood as saying the reverse 
of v^hat he means. To quote him in part, and to sup- 
press what is esserUial to the truth as touching hi? know- 
ledge and beliej^ is an injury to Dr. Woods, a fraud upon 
the public, an offence against the Jbruth ; which ought to 
be deemed a high moral misdemeanor by the whole 
Christian world, and deserving of solemn rebuke from the 
church of God. Whether Mr. Woolsey has done this, or 
whether his quotation has dealt justly with Dr. Woods 
and with the truth, I leave those who will examine the 
scope of the section in vwhich the quotation is made, and 
the connection in which the words are quoted, to judge. I 
am unable to understand Mr. Woolsey here ^ quoting 
Dr. Woods in any other way than as though Dr. Woods 
admitted — and intended to admit - — that " Baptism mtist 
not rest upon the instructions of the word of God ;*' 
while it is certain that Dr. Woods holds and teaches the 
▼ery reverse of this. 
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QUOTATIOM ^BOM BAXTEB. 



In a similar manner, p. 272, 273, Mr. Woolsey, in 
speaking of tbe ^' order*^ of teaching and baptizing, as 
bearing upon the question of infant baptism, quotes Kich- 
ard Baxter, (among others) in such a "way as to make 
Baxter throw his testimony against the propriety of bap^ 
tizing infants. The quotation is long. In tbe firs^ part 
<rf it, Baxter shows that the work of the apostles is *' first" 
by teaching to make disciples; the "second" work to 
baptize ; the " third" to teach them all other things which 
are afterward to be learned in the school of Christ. Mr* 
Woolsey having quoted his words so far, says — " [observe 
what follows^] "To contemn this order, is to renounce 
all rules of order ; for where can we expect io find it, if 
not here 1 I profess my conscience is fully satisfied with 
this text, that it is one sort of faith, even savingy that 
MUST GO BEFORE BAPTISM } and the profession whereof the 
minister must expect." 

Now here is the opinion of Richard Baxter, and a sound 
one, — on a certain poifit ,* viz. whether adults are to be 
baptized before they have saving faith 1 No : sg.ys. Mr. 
Baxter: my conscience is fully satisfied thiat they must 
not. 

Mr. Baxter says this of adults, Mr. Woolsey brings it 
forward for the purpose of throwing the mighty name of 
Baxter into the scale against infant baptism. But. would 
Baxter say this of infants ? By no means. He is a most 
strenuous defender of the divine authority for infant bap- 
" tism. He maintains that^ " God never had a church ijf 
which infants were not in&nt members, since there were 
infants . in the world." He published a book which he 
entitled "Plain Proof of Infant Church Membership and 
Baptism;" and nineteen years afterwards, another book 



entitled ^^More Proofi of In&nt Church Memhership and 
consequently jheir rights to Baptisni.", A Jew might have 
argued concerning circumcinon, as Baxter has argued 
ooDceming baptism ; — >that adtUt Crentiles must believe in 
the God of Abraham, and profess hearty submission to lus 
word, before being cireumeised ; — and that to ^' contemn 
this order," would be to " renounce all rules of ordw/ 
But would it follow from thid, that the same Jew believed 
(hst^e infant children of the seed of Abraham were. net 
to be circumcised till they could first be instructed and 
believe \ Would it be iKmest, to dite that Jew ad a wit- 
nan against an ordinance which he held as undoubtedly 
Avine, because of his argument concerning the ^' order** 
of adult believing and being circumcised 1 Would it be 
accepted as a justification of, the act of quoting that Jew 
for such, a purpose, to plead that he was quoted simply 
concerning the ^' order'' of circumcision 1 Would not the 
reply be obvious, and such as preclude the possibility of 
justifying the quotation : — '^ The Jew was speaking cod^ 
ceming the order of " adult*' circumcision : you, by quot- 
ing his words with reference to the order of "tn/aiif* 
circumcision, have misquoted him an^ perverted his mean- 
ing : making him bea(f witness against that which he held 
as.undoubtedly an ordinance c^the Most High God. 

CLAIM TO CONFmENCE ON THE SCORE OF QUOTATIOMS 
FROM PEDOBAFTlSiT AUTH0K8. 

Mr. Wqolsey sayfe^ in his Introduction, ^'The many 
honest concessions of some of the most able and learned 
Pedobaptist authors cited in this work, coaostitute one- of 
its distingublnng pecuiiaitities, and cannot &il to recoift- 
mend it to the ccmfidence of others." 

The quotations from Pedobaptist autiioiB .do indeed 
constitute one of the ^^igfringipSp^ing ftaiurts of the work, 
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but scarcely one of its distinguishing peculiarities. This 
manner of quoting Pedobaptist authors, is npt an original 
fin in Mr. Woolsey ; nor is he altogether peculiar -^xibes 
in the number of quotations, or in the mass of the par^ 
titular quotations which he has made. Thus the quotation 
firom Baxter is a quotation of a quotation. Mr. Woolsey 
sets it to the credit of Booth's ^' Pedobaptism Examined." 
It is found in Pcfhgilly, in Jewett, — ^and, — indeed I know; 
not by how many Baptist writerei it has been quoted 
oyer and over again. Pengilly is in great part made up 
of such quotations, and in many cases the very identical 
quotations. The tract ^^ Peter and Benjamin" of the Bap^ 
tii?t General Tract Society, makes Peter say " I have read 
the ample concessions of more than eighty Pedobaptist 
writers^' This l^ts been a favorite method or arguing 
among our Baptist brethren. But it remains to be^ seen 
whether such quotations as we have examined ^^ can" or 
" cannot foil to recommend" Mr. Woolsey's book " to the 
confidence q£ others." 

It is to me a matter of wonder, that our Baptist brethren 
should, not have seen the fallacy of an argument built on 
the supposition that such men as Baxter, Miller, and 
Woods, in arguing most strenuously for practices which 
they felt bound to observe as the ordinances of God, should 
have openly and explicitly given lup the very thing for 
which they were contending. Mr. Wdolsey seems to 
have felt this difficulty, and to have endeavored to account 
for so strange a thing. (Introduction, p 7). But ailer 
our examination of these quotations, I leave it for the 
reader to judge whether there be not another reason why 
it has come to pass, that these distinguished Pedobaptists 
should ^ceOT "to bear," as Mr. Woolsey says, "the most 
decided testimony against their own cause." 
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CHOICE OF WITNESSES. 

" On no point," says Mr. Woolsey; " do I appeal to 
Baptist authors, in support of what I advance.'^ ^' The 
honest 0(Hices8ions of Pedobaptists ihemselves^' * * # # 
"' have been the human testimonies adduced in support of 
what I attempt to advance. Added to these, I have on a 
few occasions, called in some disinterested witnesses, as for 
instance^ a Jew, and a O.ttaker^ and an iNFmEL, who with 
an unhvKsed mt'nti testify in &vor of what I teach." 

A Jew^ a Quaker^ an Infidel^ unbiassed witnesses ! Aj 
though a Jew and an Infidel would be deeply interested 
in obtaining accurate knowledge of the ordinances of a re- 
ligion which they wt)uld destroy !, as though these would 
be either competent or credible witnesses, concerning Chris- 
tian ordinances and Christian truth ; of be very coascien- 
tious ^md tender in giving a testimony in j&vor of pure 
Christianity, rather than in favor of those things which 
would corrupt it and throw an odium upon the great 
majority of its professors ! 

We cannot admit that these men are either more com- 
petent, or more unbiassed, or more credible, than men 
who with the fear of God before their eyes, make it a 
matter of eternal consequence, carefully and prayerfully 
to study the word of God. Nor does it matter to us what 
any man's testimony iife. We go to the word of Godi 
We say to every man — ^^ To the law and to the testi- 
mony." What is written there % We should deem it no 
addition to the ground on which rests our &itb, if all the 
Baptists in the world should come over and bear a most 
hearty and decisive testimony of their opinion^ that 
sprinkling is baptism, and that infants are to be baptized. 



100 A BEFUtAlKMN OV 



ABOe^ OF INFANT BAPTIBM. 

Mr. Woolsey says, p. 259, that mfaht. baptism '^ is re- 
gaided as possessuig a saving power. From its first inlixK 
duction to thia day^ Pedobaptists. of all names haye 
ascribed to it a sanctifying and saving importance. Ofiate 
years^ I know, when so much li^t has been reflected, and 
so many invincible arguments urged against infant baptism, 
and against its saving power j there has been amodifiea* 
turn. Some Protestant churches say btu little about its 
being necessary to salvation." 

The Congregationalist8>of New England — io say notlung 
about the Presbyterians — will deem this a very strange 
representation of .their £dth concerning infant baptism* 
With regard to 'us, at least, it is not true. We have not, 
<< ascribed to it a sanctifying and saving importance : we 
do not say even a ^^ little " about its being " necessary to 
salvation." But Mr. Woolsey goes on, p. 260, to speak 
of the ^^ importance" which even Protestant Pedobaptisis 
in this favored land attach to infant baptism." Witb» 
out changing the subject at all ; without the slightest inti- 
mation that he means anybody else than " Protestant Pedo- 
baptists in this favored land," he says, ^^^nd in som9 
places even the dead have been sprinkled j with the hope 
of benefiting their souls.^^ Is it possible that Mr. Woot 
sey thinks such a charge upon Protestant Pedobaptists, in 
this £ivored land, will be believed without some proof; or, 
at least, without some specification of the time, place, and 
persons — when, where, and by whom such things were 
donel 

But all these allegations, true or Mse, are mete special 
pleading, and are urged upon a &lse issue. Granting that 
infant baptism has been grossly abused — granting that many 
have most superstitiously attached. to it a saving import* 
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a^ce — graojting that, in some places, even the dead have 
been sprinkled with the hope of benefiting their souls — 
does all this weigh at all upon the question, whether in- 
iint baptism is m ordinance of God 1 Shall we renounce 
what we hold as a divine mstitution because it baa been 
fluperstitiously abused 1 Shall we burn our Bibles, because 
some have ^^ wrested the Scriptures to their own destruc- 
tionl" Such allegations of superstition and abuse are 
equally valid against all baptism ;. for the time was when 
a large share of the ancient church thought baptism a re. 
generating and saving ordinance ; and so thinks, at least, 
the church of Rome 'at the present day.. Must baptism^ 
therefore, be scouted away, from the church of God, be- 
cause it has been superstitiously abused. 

* • 

INFANT BAPTISM AND THE EIGHT OF FEIVATE JUDGMENT. 

Mr. Woolsey has a section, p. 322, under the following 
caption : ^' infant baptism depbives the subject of the 

RIGHT OF PRIVATE JUDGMENT, AND THEREFOBE IS CONTRARY 
TO THE WORD OF GoD."' 

^^ Who but admires," says he, '^ those noble and evan* 
gelical sentiments of the framers of the De<ilaration of 
American Independence, '^ That all men are created equal • 
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain in- 
alienable rights ; that among these are, life, liberty^ and 
the pursuit of happiness." 

"Our parents," says he, "have not the right to /a^e 
advantage of our infancy^ and then and there impose 
upon us what shall fetter our conscience when come to 
years of accountability." 

Mr. Woolsey, in his zeal against infant baptism, has 
here unconsciously ^n into a principle from whose in> 
evitable consequences he would doubtless recoil with hor- 
ror. The last and most mischievous from which infidelity 

9 
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has assumed, is-^like the demagogues of the French Revo* 
lutioQ^. to raise the ciy of " Liberty and Equality!" — 
liberty md equality, not simply between man and man, 
but between parents and their children. Their notion of 
liberty and equality is, that children are to be left to grow . 
up with nothing to bias their judgment, or to bind their 
conscience, as to the being of Qod — as to religious tittth 
or duty — or as it regards a future state and a day of judg- 
ment. To teach children that there is a God, ia " taking 
advantage of their infancy," and ^ destroying their inalien* 
Me right'' of deoiding for themselves ^^when th^ come 
to years of discretion!" To teach them the Catechism^ 
or to teach them that the Bible isfron^God, is '^then and 
there to impose upon them " what dmll bind their con- 
science to that faith and practice in religion concerning 
which they had not the Uberty of choosing!" Nor do 
these infidel demagogues content themselves with destroy- 
ing religion alone, children must be. left to judge, when 
they are come to years of discretion, with no early bias to 
the contrary, whether there shall be any government or 
law — ^whether oaths are binding — and, whether falsehood, 
thieving, fraud, perjury, and murder, are not just as virtu- 
ous and praise-worthy as anything eke. We must leave 
our children unbiassed on all such subjects. It, is not fca 
us to '^ train them up in the way they should go ;" at least 
we must not train them to this by any. moral principlef 
that will bind their conscience to truth and righteousness ; 
for thb is to destroy their ^' inalienable right" of judging 
fOT themselves. In brief — ^we must teach our children no* 
thing on matters of truth and duty, save sheer infidelity. 

But Mr* Woolsey, would by no means admit of our ap- 
plication of his principle to such an extent as this. . On 
the contrary, he declares, p. 3'45, ^' As soon as. practicable 
the juvenile . mind should be imprinted with the word of 
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God, and he made to feel the weight of its own r8spk>n8i* 
bility. Parents, and all entrusted with the care of children, 
aie^nder the most solemn obligations to ^ bring them up 
in the nurture and admonition of the Lord.' " 

How does Mr. Woolsey relieve .himself fix>m the appa- 
lent inconsistency between the principle which he has 
laid down and the prtcept which he here inculcates 1 He 
makes a distinction between the externals and the inier' 
nals of religion. 

**But," says he, *^ to infringe upon the rights of con- 
science^ in relation to the externals of religion, comes 
not within the province of any man." What ! Does no» 
thing " bind the conscience," unless it be something be- 
longing to the externals of religion 1 What ground, in 
reason or in Scripturie, for making the externals of religion 
llius prie-eminently sacred 1 " But," says Mr. Woolsey, 
*^ to sprinkle an infant babe, and then, as that cbild is verg. 
ing on to mature years, to tell it, again and i^ia, that it 
has been baptized, is one of the most despotic acts of 
which man is caj^able. It is tyranny of the worst kind — 
tyranny in religion ! !-*-tyranny over the conscience of an 
accountable being ! i It is forestalling that £uth and prac- 
tice which belong to ripened manhood, by an ecclesiastic 
imposition, practised upon the subject in the hour of un- 
conscious infimcy I !— It is overstepping the bounds both of 

reason and revelation ! ! 
It appears to me that Mr. Woolsey here builds a long 

and fiery aigument upon a distinction without a difierence- 

Does not prayer belong to the externals of religion 1 Is it 

/f despotism " and tyranny in religion, to teach a child to 

pray \ Does not the observance of the Sabbath belong to 

the externals of religion 1 But is it '^ despotism " so tho^ 

roughly to teach the child to ^' remember the Sabbath-day 

to keep it holy," as to make it binding upon his conscience 
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when he comes to years of discretion! Attendance up6n 
public worship belongs to the externals of religion ; but is 
it ** one of the most despotic acts of which man is capable," 
to train up our children to a conscientious attendance upon 
tl^ public worship of God 1 . 

It is difficult for me to understand how an eicternai of 
religion is a more despotic bond upon the conscience than 
an internal principle : how it should be a greater ihtei^ 
ference with the rights of conscience to teach a child that 
infant baptism is an ordinance of God, than to teach hirn 
to hold it in abhorrence as not an ordinance of God : how 
it should be despotism to- teach him that sprinkling is 
scriptural baptism, more than it should be despotism to 
teach him that immersion is scriptural baptism. If we 
teach our children any thing Mse in religion, and they 
discover it when they come to years of discretion, it b 
their duty to throw it off: nor is it possible for me to con- 
ceive how they are any more bound in conscience by zxl 
unscriptural external of religion, than by an unscriptural 
• article of ifeith. 

God, of old, commanded parents to circumcise their 
children. Did He command them to do that which was 
** infringing upon the rights of conscience V* Was the 
circumcision of a child '* one of the most" despotic acts 
of which man is capable 1 Was it tyranny in reli^on % 
And did not circumcision belong as truly to the txtemab 
ot religion as baptism T How would it have sounded, for 
a Levite set to instruct the people in the word of the 
Lord, had he said to the Others and mothera in Israel, 
^ ^' The table of the ten commandments teach to your child- 
ren diligently, in the house and in the way ; when thou 
liest down and when thou risest up r imprint the word of 
God upon the juvenile mind * from its earliest dawn ;• — ^but 
wcunncision ! that belongs io the externals of religion ; 
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and ^ta infringe upon the rights of conscience in rejua* 
noN xo T9B EXTERNALS of religion, comes not within the 
province of any man.' ' Parents have not a right to take 
advantage of ;n&ncy^ and then and there impose upon 
infants what shall fetter their consciences when come to 
years of aceountahility.' ' To circumcise' an unconscious 
babe, and then, as that child is verging on to mature years, 
to tell it again and again that it has been ^ circumcised,' 
is one of the most despotic acts of which man is ^capa- 
ble W 

How would it have sounded for s^ Levite, set to teach 
the people knowledge, had he begun to harsingue the 
children, with regard to circumcision, in the words which 
Mr. Woolsey has employed with regard to infemt baptism 1 
^ Nothi]]^ can be more foreign" to Judaism ^^ than to de- 
prive Ufl of such liberty, either by despotic poww, or by 
taking cdvantage ofus^i^L time when we are not aware 
<^ what is being imposed upon us.'' What would have 
been thought of that Levite, had he addressed those who 
had broken away fix>m the covenant of circumcision in 
the words which Mr. Woolsey has spoken of those who 
have renounced their in&nt baptism: ^^Some there are, 
who, triumphing over all of^osing obstacles, assert their 
rights — ^their liberty of conscience in things of religion"— ^ 
<* fearless of what man can do unto them. But ethers^ 
less courageous, are held in bondage." — " To such let me 
«y," *^ * * " No one has a right to impose upon you 
any act of. religious worship without consulting your 
pleasure.^ Does Mr. Woolsey mean to go as far as to 
aay that mo man should ^'command his household after 
lam — to keep the Sabbath day, or to attend upon iht 
worship of God-Sunless he has first consulted his child 
whether it be his ^ pleasure^ to be trained up like a 
heathen, qt in the fear of God 1'' But let us listen te- 

9* 
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ther. " Nor should children feel thenuelves under tke 
slightest obligations to be governed by what their par* 
enis did io them in infancy J*^ 

By using the words " to them," instead of " for fliem,'' 
Mr. Woolsey here artfully leads the minds of the young 
to contemplate the meaning and importance of- their bap- 
tism as lying in the act done fo them, instead of lying in 
the covenant claimed for them ; the obligations of the 
parent acknowledged and assumed, and the import of the 
baptism as a seal by which God claims that child as his 
•enrant, and challenges of him forever the love and rev- 
erence which he owes to his father's covenant God. 
Mr. Woolsey would exhort our children to consider their 
parents as tyrants and usurpers ; \jo regard their baptism 
as the imposition of a burden ; to reject the covenant a^d 
its promised blessings ; to cSist away these solemn cords 
of duty from them \ and to do what in them lies^ that a 
father's £iith, and a mother's prayers and tears, and all our 
solemn admonitions to our children, — so far as that faith, 
those prayers, and admonitions pertain to the covenant of 
God, — may all be defeated, and entirely cast away. To 
believing parents, who have humbly claimed for their 
children the seal of their covenant, I would say, can you, 
in faithfulness to your covenant, or without perilling your 
fondest hopes, abet your children in waiting upon such 
instructions as these \ Mr. Woolsey has at least done us 
and our children this service : He has given us full warn- 
ing that, by means like these, — by ridiculing infant b^ 
tism as popery — by denouncing it as tyranny — by exhort- 
ing our children to break away from the instructions and 
covenant of their fathers, — he will endeavor to undermine 
and defeat the influence of parental instructions, and turn 
away our children from what we hold dearer than life-*- 
the covenant of our God. 
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Mr. Woolsey lingers long aod fondly upon this tbeme. 
He rings the changes upon the words ** liberty," "rights,** 
"tyranny," "despotism," " Church «nd State;" as though 
these cant phrases, by which demagogues have so long 
appealed to' the vilest passions of humanity, and which 
Imve been used till they arQ well nigh worn out amid the 
strife of party politics, could have the least possible bear- 
ing upon the question whether infant baptism is of scrip- 
tural-authority ; or the least possible influence in persuad- 
ing us to abandon the truth and ordinances which we hold 
as most undoubtedly the truth and the ordinances of God. 
Thus, p. 326, he stigmatizes the practice of infant bap- 
tism as tending " equally to monarchy and superstition ; 
and alike unscriptaral and unfriendly both to true religicm 
and civil liberty.''^ He declares, p. 329, that, by the 
practice of infant baptism, "the foundation of civil and 
religious liberty is greatly endangered, and mttst eventu- 
ally, in this country, as it has done in all other countries, 
give place to a f%tll ecclesiastical and legal establisk- 
men/." He goes on in enforcement of the same argu- 
ment, p. 330, " At no period of American independence 
has there been greater occasion for alarm respecting our 
free institutions and religious privileges, than at the pres* 
enf time." He niingles Protestants and Papists together 
in this matter ; alarms the fears of his hearers concerning 
the efforts <^ the Papal church to subvert our free institu- 
tions, and to build up a Romish church and state estab- 
lishment ; and then tries to transfer those fears, so as to 
make them bear against in&nt baptism. It is not against 
popery, as popery, that he is arguing; but he brings in 
the subject of popery to make it bear against infant bap- 
tism. " Think not," says he, " that I am sounding a false 
tocsin. Nay, this is no unnecessary alarm. It is a so- 
bsr and fearful reality .*" — and finally winds off this long 
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and loud alarum by this coDclusion : ^^ It » to the intelrest 
of , Christianity, generally, that in^t baptism be laid asifc 
by all the followers of the Lamb of God.'' 

Jsit possible that bethinks that infant baptism ^^musi 
ev'entually, in this -country, give place to a full ecclesiasti- 
cal and legal establbhment 1" Is it possible that he thinks 
there can be the least danger of uniting church and state 
in this American land ? Which sect of Protestants .en;tfir- 
tains the horrid design 1 Which will .submit to have a 
lister denomination elevated into the rank and privilege 
^ a national establishment 1 Is it the Methodist, the 
CSongregational, the Presbyterian, or the Dutch Reformed, 
or the Lutheran T Or is it one of those denominations 
which respectively claim to be the only true t^hurch, and 
take it upcm themselves iounc&urchy — and two of them, 
the Papal and the Baptbt, to excosocunicate, — every 
other body of Christians, and every other . individual 
Christian, under heaven 1 As for the Baptist church,- we 
trust they have no such design, although they are so con- 
fidently looking forward and hastening toward the day, 
when all otlier denominations shall be swallowed up by 
the Baptist. We suspect them of no design to unite 
church and state ; and we should certainly deem it- idle 
to fear such an event, if we could suspect such a design. 
As for the Papal church, let Mr. Woolseyre'st assured, 
that Protestant Pedobaptists would, to a man, sooner suffer 
the man of sin to lay our beloved land* waste without in- 
habitant, than ever submit to receive his yoke upon our 
necks^ or see it forced upon the hecks of our brethren. 

It certainly liecomes every lover of truth, godliness, 
and freedom in this land, to watch narrowly and guard 
well ^igainst the insidious approaches, the dreadful de- 
mgns, and the destructive tendencies of Popery. But is 
it possible that Mr. Woolsey thinks that our rejecting infant 
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baptism could in any measure stay the progress of the Pa- 
pal church in these United States 1 Would he really ad- 
yife- us to practice according to the conclusions of such >a 
lo^c as this : — " We fear popery, and jkherefore we will 
renounce what we hold most dear and sacred as an ordi^ 
nuice onjoined upbn us hy God V 

Is Mr. Woolsey ignorant that this political htie and ciy 
which he has raised- against infant baptism, is the same 
that infidels aud disorganizers have wielded against all re- 
ligion in general, and more especially a^nst the Christian 
religion- 1 Is Mr. Woolsey ignorant that such arguments 
weigh nothing at all upon the question, ^^ What is true y 
and what ordinances are. sanctioned by the authority of 
Crod V Would he, in earnest, teach Christians to lay aside 
doctrines and ordinances which they hold as the truth, and 
the ordinances of Godj because unbelievers assail them as 
" unfriendly to liberty, and tending to promote a union of 
church and state V 

mFANT BAPTISM AND SOCINIANISM. 

Mr. Woolsey endeavors to biding a further prejudice 
to bear against rnhnt baptism, by alledging that ^' vast 
m^Ititudes of Pedobaptists, both in England and in the 
United States have rejected the divinity of Jesus and em- 
braced Deism." 

*' Such is the appalling fact," says he concerning the 
English Presbyterians, ** That entire body of Christiana 
jn England have become skeptical in their views respect- 
ing almost every doctrine of our holy religion ;^ but es- 
pecially have they embraced deistical sentiments. No 
longer is Jesus to them a Divine Savior. They have re- 
jected lum, as did the Jews before them."* ^' And bow 

1^— ^^^— ^— ^— ^^_^^^^.^.^— ^^_ - Ml.! ■■■.Mil IIHIML ^^^-IM 

f That *" entire body^'—is but a little handful, the pitiful rem 
ntnt of a sect, the body of whoso saceessorB are orthodox and Poo. 
freiratiooalistii. 
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painfiil is tbe facV' ^'^ a<ii^ " that very maHy of the Gon^ 
gregationalists of New England have embraced Socinian- 
inn. Where but a few yeara since Christ was proclainaed 
as .a Divine Savior, now his Divimty is vilified and 
heM up io the ridicule oi infidelity." 

Mr. Woolsey intends to have these things weigh against 
the baptism of in&nts, and adduces them for that purpose.; 
and yet, ^^ Willing to. wound, but yet afraid to strike," he 
hesitates to affirm that the practice of infimt baptism was the 
cause of thisapostacy. He introduces it by saying, ^^How 
6c ihe reasoning in &vor of infimt baptism has prepared 
the way for so many, of li^ years, to deny the Divine m^ 
ture of our Lord and Sfl^viorit is impossible for us to know;" 
This is bringing a gun into the field which h^ is unwilling 
to stand by. It is insi^uaiing an argument for which he 
it afiraid to be responsible. Such an artifice may expose a 
consciousness both of weakness, and of a lack of sound lo^ 
gument ; but we cannot allow it to aflford the deigned safe 
retreat. Can Mr. Woolsey point out- any sort of connec- 
tion between in&nt baptism and Socinianism, — such as 
shall make the former a cause of the latter 1 Were, the 
English Presbyterians the only men in Old England who 
practised infant baptism 1 Did not the Church of England 
practise it, and lay vastly more stress upon it than did 'ever 
the English Presbyterians 1 Did not the Wesleyans prac- 
tise it 1 Did not the numerous Independents and Congre* 
gationalists of England and Wales practise it 1 How came 
this universal cause to be so limited in its operiation 1 Pray 
tell. Has in£stnt baptism in these United States always been 
ocmfined to Massachusetts 1 What is there in the differ- 
ence of latitude or longitude that should mak^ the virus 
work in Massachusetts, and hem it in by the State line n 
that though spread ever so abundantly abroad, South, 
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NorA, and West^ — the poisoii dboald still woik percepti- 
bly scarce any where else than in Massachusetts 1 What 
a dearth of argument is this, when one, in searching for 
matter to urge against infant baptism, is compelled to resort 
to suQh miiserable l(^c, such groundless appeals to preju- 
dice as this ! Does Mr. Woolsey think that if this.eontro- 
versy must descend to such a mode of argument, that 
tli6re are no materials to be used against inmiersionists, with 
equal justice and with far greater potency 1 Are, there ho 
CampbeJlite Baptists in the land,--^basingthe entire fabric 
of. personal religion. on immersioHj and a dead &ith— a 
bare historical belief of the events -of the Gospel history \ 
Are there no such beings as Jlntinomian Baptists 1 Are 
there no Mormon Baptists 1 Are there no Baptists oppos- 
ed to Temperance, Tract, Bible, and MiEsionary societies 
sod efforts 1 We scorn to use such things for the purpose 
of exciting a prejudice against those evangelical Christiajos 
whom we love to call our Baptist brethren. But if we 
could descend to use such things in argument,. and even 
make out and trace distinctly the process from stickling so 
much for the mere mode of an ordinance to making evebt 
THING of aa ordinance, would our Baptist brethren receive 
it in argument for giving up that form of the ordinance 
which they hold as required by the command of God % 

THE CONCLUSiaN OF MB. WOOLSEY^S ABGUMENT. 

» 

Mir. Woolsey thus concludes his argument against infant 
baptism. I shall simply quote it, and let it speak for it- 
self. Whatever of cogency there is in it, let it go altc^th- 
er unimpaired. ' Whatever of modesty there id in it; 
whatever of respect for the wise' and good of nine-tenths 
of the Protestant Christian world, who have exammed the 
subject as prayerfully and as long as Mr. Woolsey, and 
yet, differ from him in their faith and practice, — let all this 
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mpfesar in its untarnished g^oiy and its unblemished loveli- 
ness. I shall simplj'let Mr. Woolsey speak in his own 
language, and in his very words. 

^^ What part of parental duty is it, for a father apd 
mother to have a little water sprinkled upon the ^e of 
an unknowing, unconscious babe^ and then by prayers and 
daily effort endeavor to make that babe, when grown to 
years, believe that it has been baptized 1 ^ Who hath re- 
quired .this at your hands V 

" Where do such parents, — ^where do Pedobaptist minis- 
tersj get a warrant /or preventing rational^ accountable be-, 
ings acting for themselves 1 It is time indeed, that such 
practices, ^0 well suited to the dark ages^ but il/y becoming 
the nineteenth century, were abandoned by all respecting 
the Bible as a revelation from God. 

'^ Shall not our Pedobaptist brethren soon be willing to 
lay aside a practice so perfectly puerile and. unscriptural 1 
Can it be ideal to anticipate a thing so just in itself^ and so 
much to be deored," 

CLAIMS OF BAPTISTS NOT TO BELONG TO THE PROTESTANT 

FAMILY. 

Mr. Woolsey says, p. 63, ^ Baptists, in every age of the 
Christian Church, have held and maintained, first against 
the corruptions and innovations of the Romish Church, and 
latterly against those who seceded from her,'' &c.^&c. 

On p. 26 he says, ^^ Their blood cries from the earth in 
every land where the combined powers of church and state 
could be brought to bear against them fcH- not svbmiHing 
to the application of baptism to infants ; the saving effi^ 
cacy of baptism ; and the union of church and stale" 
He then quotes the poet Montgomery for 'the purpose of 
claming as Baptists the little flock who adhered to the 
truth when. 
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** Among Bohemian ^oun^ains trath Retired 
** When Europe laQguished in barbarian gloom." 

In the same manner the American and Foreign (Bap- 
tist) Bible Society, say, p. 31^ of their. Report for 1840, 
concerning the Waldenses. " They are our brethren, the 
descendants of these heroic Bapiiafs who maintained the 
truth iiiLviolate amid the rigors of a fierce persecution, 
while the smok^ of their burning blood went up from the 
valleys of Piedmont, as an acceptable offering unto God.'' 
Again in the same Report, p. 75. ^' Though not by birth 
of the Protestant family^ we are left, strange as. it may 
appear, the sole representatives of the great Protestan 
principlejfthat the Bible alone, as it came from God, is the 
only binding authority in matters of faith and conscience." 

That the Baptists alone hold to the great Protestant 
principle, that the Bible alone, as it came from God^ is the 
only binding authority in matters of faith and conscience, 
eveiy Presbyterian and Congregationalist in the land, to say 
nothing of other denominations, will know and feel to be 
a grievous untruth. But it is not with that part of these 
high pretensions that I have now to do. I believe that hi»^ 
tory by no means bears out Mr. Woolsey in the assertion 
that the Waldenses were persecuted for the three things 
which he alledges as the cause why so much blood of Bap- 
tist's " cries from the earth in every land." It was not for 
refusing " the application of baptism to infants ;'' nor for 
denying " the saving efficacy of baptism,'^ nor for oppos- 
ing ^^ the union of church and state," that even the fero- 
cious Anabaptists fell under the vengeance of the civil 
power. " 

As for the antiquity of the Baptist denomination, it is a 
matter of history, which I believe cannot be successfully 
disputed, that till the rise of the Anabaptists in the six- 
teenth century, no sect or body of men was known who 

JO 
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held or pretended that immersian was essential to bap- 
tism. That the Waldenses, those far famed witnesses and mar> 
tyrs for the truth, were Pedobaptisis, is k truth as well 
established as any truth in the whole range of history. It 
was for nothing peculiar to Baptists in distinction fi*(Hn 
other Protestants, that they were persecuted. In every 
thing in which our Baptist brethren are peculiar ; their ex- 
clusive immersion ; their rejection of in&nt baptism, and their 
close communion, they are of receni: date, and absolutely 
a new sect in the Christian world. 

THE ASSEMBLY OF DIVINES. 

A tract, published by the Baptist General Tract Society, 
widely circulated, still in circulation, and not, so &r as I 
am informed, as yet either suppressed or corrected by the 
society, asserts, that ^^ As late as 1643, in the Assembly of 
Divines at Westminster, sprinkling was substituted for im^ 
mersion by a majority of one— 25 voted for sprinkling, 24 
for immersion.^' The import and design of the sentence 
is to make people believe that immersion had been the 
cdmmon mode in England, and that sprinkling was substi- 
tuted for it by the Assembly of Divines, on a majority of 
one, in which 24 voted for immersion in oppoaiiion to 
sprinkling. 

This has been a very common represenitation of the 
matter by our Baptist brethren. It has been reiterated 
from the pulpit and the press. When the error has. been 
pointed out, the representation has been vehementiy af^- 
firmed to be true. 

In the appendix to his work Mr. Woolsey has copied 
the Journal of Dr. Lightfoot touching this action of the 
Assembly of Divines ; which journal, he says, he has '^ sub- 
jected himself to no litde expense to secure 5" — whether 
fox the purpose of correcting the common Baptist repre* 
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«entationy or of sustaining it, every one must judge for 
himself. ' 

From the journal of Lightfoot it appears, 

1. That the matter in dispute was, *^ sprinkling being 
grdnttdy whether dipping seottld be tolerated with it." 
This was the form, and the reality, of the question whe- 
ther to dip or sprinkle.^^ The proposition, **It is lawful 
and sufficient to hesprinkle the child," had been canvassed 
and was ready to vote. But Dr. Lightfoot '^ spoke against 
it as being very unfit to vote that it is lawful to sprinkle 
when every one grants it." Whereupon it was fallen upon, 
sprinkling being granted, whether dipping should be tple- 
rated with it." And here, says Lightfoot, " we fell upon a 
large and long discourse whether dipping was essential, or 
used in the first institution, or in the Jews' custom." 

2. It was not true that 24 voted for imihersion, as opposed 
to sprinkling; but, as Dr. Lightfoot says, ^' so many were 
unwilling to ha'-e dipping excluded, that the votes came 
to an equality withhi one." It was not that they wished 
immersion to be adopted, or even recommended in the 
Directory j but simply that the directory might not prO' 
hibU immersion to those who should prefer it. When the 
proposition was put in such a shape as not to make dip- 
ping unlawful, the Assembly with great unariimity, de- 
clared in their Directory that for the mode of baptizing, it 
is ^^ not only lawful but also sufficient, and most ex- 
pedient to be by pouring or sprinkling water on the fkce of 
the child, without adding any other ceremony." 

3. Nothing at all was finally determined on that vote of 
24 to 25. ^* After that vote," Lightfoot says, " when we 
had done all we concluded nothing about it, but the busi- 
ness was recommitted." 

Oh the following points, then, the statement of the tract 
in question is not true : 
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1. It is not true^ that aprinldiiig was substituted fcff im- 
mersion by the Assembly of Divines. 

2. It is not true, dmt 24 voted for immersion and 25 for 
■prinkling, aa opposing or prefernng spiinkling to immer- 
sioQ. All they wanted was, not to exclude dxpping as un- 
lawful 'y and as soon as this point was yielded them, they 
^* with great UQanimity''''^^oncurred in the vote declaring 
sprinkling to be ^lawful,' /^sufficient and Okost eK;pe- 
dient." 

3. It is not true, that the assembly finally determined 
iQy thing as touching^this matter by a majority of one. 

And now when these incorrect statements have been 
published by the Baptist General Tract Society through- 
out the country, and reiterated, and reiterated again from 
the pulpit and the press ; and when disputed, vehemenfly 
re-affirmed to be the truth ; what does Mr. Woolsey do 
when he has at last discovered what the truth is in this 
matter 1 Hear him, p. 350, "My Baptist brethren 
have been betrayed into a slight mistake, by reason of 
their quoting Pedobaptist authors who have in like manner 
been mistaken." "My Baptist brethren!" Doed the 
matter come no nearer home V •" •d elighi-mutake !" Is 
this all 1 *' Betrayed into it !" "By reason of their 
quoting Pedobaptist authors ! " What Pedobaptist authors 1 
But hear bim further. " Justice to that devoted man of 
€k)d, the late Rev. Dr. Davis, of Hartford, who wrote the 
tract containing the statement said to be * vamped up^ re- . 
quires me to remark that the case as reported by Dr. 
Lightfoot, is even worse than it has been refiresenled." 

With Rev. Dr. Davis, of Hartford, we have nothing to 
do, any more than with the pen with which he wrote it, 
or than with the types with which it was printed. It was 
I trust, in Dr. Davis an error. I know not 4ifaat it was «v- 
er pointed out to lum. The book which speaks of the 
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story as ^^ vamped up,^^ does not, therefore, even inenti(Hi 
his name. It complains of the Baptist General Tract 5o- 
dety^ which continued to circulate that tract ; and of the 
papers and ministers v/ho continued to circulate the state- 
ment in qujestion as the truth, long after Dr. Miller, (to say 
nothing of others,) had published a refotation of the state- 
ment to the world. 

Let th^re be no slippipg aside from the question, on the 
part of the Baptist/General Tract Society, by taking refuge 
behind the name of Dr. Davis. Let there be no evading 
the responsibility of that widely circulated publication: by 
appealing to the sympathy of people for "that, devoted 
man of Crod," as^though we had assailed his " reputation," 
or eveil mentioned his name ; unless it be true that corpo- 
rations have no souls," and that ministers and church 
members may felsify the records of history, and th^i avoid 
all manner of responsibility, provided that they only lie 
banded together in a society. Let the Baptist QeneraL Tract 
Society answer for the matter. Let them suppress that 
tract, or alter it so as to make it accord with the truth ; 
and give notice of their doing with suitable acknowledg- 
ment to the Christian world. 

Does Mr. Woolsey think it any clearing up of this mat- 
ter to say, that " The case as reported by Dr. Lightfoot 
is even worse than has been represented V' That u not 
the question :- but, whether the representation is true. To 
justify this language of Mr. Woolsey — ^to make it any 
thing but deceptive, it should be shown, first, that the rep- 
resentation was true : then, secondly, it might have been 
lawful to show that the afiair was even worse than the 
representatipn. To say nakedly and simply " It was even 
worse than it has been represented," implies an affirma- 
tion of the truth so far as represented. 3ay, if you please, 
that the Assembly of Divines deserred the epithet of devils 

10* 
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incarnate : if it be just to say so, show it to be just, and we 
have nothing to reply. But suppose this. were done; 
what is all this to the question whether '' sprinkling was 
substituted for immersion by the Assembly of Divines; 
and that upon a bare majority of one 1" 

" Moreover I may add," says Mr. Woolsey, " that Bap- 
tists no where have represented that immersion was the 
entire mode at the time when the Assembly convened.^' 
Mr. Woolsey is indeed very ingenious in devising ways to 
" come oflT" from the difficulty without an ingenuous con- 
fession. Does he intend to deny that the Baptistd have 
represented, that as late as 1643, *^ Sprinkling was substi- 
tuted for immersion, on a majority of one by the Assembly 
of Divines at Westminster 1" Does he intend to deny 
tl4s1 or does he make this remark for the.purpqse of cre- 
ating a diversion which shall allow the Baptist General 
Tract Society to retreat from their position without ac- 
knowledging their fault 1 

THE AJtIEBICAJ!? BIBLE SOCIETY. 

The American Bible Society was organized in 1816 by 
delegates of several denominations from various sections of 
the country. Its object was " The dissemination of the 
Scriptures in received versions where they exist, and in 
tke most feithfiil, where they may be required.'* " What- 
ever was to be done by the society was that, and ' that 
ALONE which all could unite in doing. The Scriptures 
were to be circulated without note or comment. While 
all could agree in this, it was beyond hope ^ that all could 
be brought ixi agree as toihe character oFany explanatory 
appendages : least of all to denominatiox^ or sectarian 
appendages. KVL agreed m-oex common Englidi versionr 
No one pretended that iit'^m^AEiibcoial B^ik, a Sq^ 
tifit Bihb, aBresbyteriffii Bible, a Methodist Bible, a Qua- 
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ker Bibie, or a Congregational Bible, or a Dutch Heform* 
ed Bible, or a Lutheran Bible. All, every wh€|re, who 
«poke the English tongue, regarded it as THE HOLY 
BIBLE ; the Bible of the English language. . There 
were, moreover, several other old versions, such as the 
German, the Danish, the Swedish, and several others which 
no one pretended ^o call sectarian. Our Baptist breth- 
ren think that some of these versions particularly favor 
them: we think otherwise; with what reason' I have 
shown. At all events, all denomination^ agreed in the 
use of them, and this is all that the American Bible Socie- 
ty adcs of any version. 

But new versions were to be made ; and these vefrsions 
are to be *4he most &ithful." Who is to be the judge for 
this Society what versions are the most faithiul \ Did the So- 
ciety^ ever install the Baptists, or the Methodiists, or the Pres- 
byterians, as the inMlible arbiters, to judge for all the rest, 
and contrary to the judgment of all the rest, what is the 
most faithful version % Agreeing upon the basis of circu- 
lating the Bible without note or comment, could it be pre- 
sumed that they ever intended to bind themselves to cir* 
culate and use in common a Bible, which, though not ac- 
companied by sectarian comments^ should be so translated 
as to make it sectarian in the very text ; a Bible which 
one denomination alone could use, and which all denomi- 
nations represented in the Society, save one, s^ree in con- 
sidering as an alteration and corruption of the word of 
God 1 What version, in the view of a society composed 
of all these denominations, is to be judged most faithful % 
** Not that certainly which conveys the peculiar tenets of 
this or thatdenomtnaticn, while it misstates the views of 
others, and is in their view unfaiihfulP > - 

If any denomination wishes to circulate a denomina- 



190 A KEnJTATION OF 

tioQal comment, let the denomination do it The Society 
cannot do it without violating the compact on .which tha 
Society is founded. If a denomination see fit to issue a 
sectarian version in which the text shall be so moulded as 
to express their views and condemn the views of all otherSy 
let them do it : the Society is not their judge — let them do 
ity and answer it to their own conscience and to God. But 
by what prerogative can they claim a right ta force such a 
version upon others, or ask the Society to adopt and circu- 
late a version which no denomination represented in the 
Society save the Baptists can use % 

The case, it seems to me, is so plain as to render 
further argument needless. The Board of Managers very 
properly determined ^^ That in appropriating money for 
translating, printing, or distributing the sacred Scrip- 
tures in foreign languages, the inanagers feel at liberty to 
encourage only such versions as conform in the principles 
of their translation to the common English version, at least 
MO far that all the religious denominations represented in 
this society can consistently use and circulate said ver- 
sions in their severed schools and communities,^^ 

The society pass no judgment upon this or that sectarian 
version : they allow every body else in the wide world to 
judge for themselves, — and to act by (jther organizations or 
in other modes— just as they please ; they only determcie 
.for themselves^ that it is theib duty to circulate ver- 
sions in which all the denominations represented in the so* 
ciety can unite in circulating. 

Our Baptist brethren endeavor ixy conjure up difficulties 
in the way of adhering to this principle. They harp upon 
" the improbability of finding terms which simll'' render 
versions such as *^ contain no words objectionable to the 
different denominations of Christians composing the Bible 
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Society." * Tfaey intimate that other teims may be dis- 
puted, and therefore, have to be transferred ;'«-^that ^ taking 
the oversight," may be expressed by a word tranrferred from 
the Greek ^* episcopisii^ them:" — that the ^^gillii and 
calling" of God — " may be made to read in "transferred 
Greek, "the clesis," and " dkology" of God. 

To aU this it is sufficient to reply, — no such diffcuky 
has been encountered — ^though all Protestant denomina* 
tioBs have united in translating the Bible into nearly all 
the languages of the earth. The sole and solitary untanoe 
of difficulty that has occurred, is that in which the Baptists 
have endeavored to make all oth^ denomsnaitions unite 
with them in so translatbg this word as to suit the Baplist 
notions, in opposition to the judgment and the conscience 
of all other denominations of the Protestant world. To 
urge i^ch arguments in this case, is to argue that we should 
not transfer this particular word for the best of reasons, lest 
hereafter we should have to transfer other words for no 
reason ; — and words which nobody has ever attempted or 
desired to transfer. 'The question is on. Baptize alone. 
Our Baptist brethren may try to divert the argument fixxn 
this pcM^t, but it is in vain. Their movements in tins 
matter seem to me to resemble those of the cuttle-fish, 
which, conscious of being unable to meet its iporsuer, en- 
deavors to bewilder and elude h»m, by diffusing around his 
path ai( inky darkness. But it will not do. Their trans- 
lators are not required to transfer a long list <^ diluted* 
words before their versions can be adopted by the Ameri- 
can Bible Society.^ They are not compelled to translate 
from the version of king James, nor to be governed by it, 
saVe to make their versions so far agree with it, that al> 

• Report A, 6l F. Bible Society, 1840, p. 49. 
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denominations may use them in common. Our Baptist 
brethren know full well, that nothing more than this is re- 
quired, to bring any version within the rule adopted by the 
American Bible Society. While these things^^are so, how 
lamentably disingenuous it is for the Baptist Bible Society 
to talk as they have done in the Appendix to their Eeport 
for 1840, p^ 51, about the British and Foreign, and the 
American Bible Societies, wishing ^* to perpetuate the 
odious despotism of the Stuarts by putting fetters on the 
translators of the Bible ;" — and for Mn Woolsey to say as 
he has done, p. 97, ^^ King James of England, and not 
king Jesus of Zion^ is by our Pedohaplist brethren made 
to control the translation of the word of life ! ! /" " Im- 
pose fetters on the translators of the Bible ! Are we im- 
posing fetters upon translators, simply by declining to wear 
the fetters which sectarian translators would forge for us % 
Is it despotism for seven denominations of Christians to de- 
cline submitting their judgment and conscience to the au- 
thority of the eighth 1 Are these the only terras on which 
our Baptist brethren can unite with other denominations 
in any thing 1 — that all other denominations regard them 
as injfallible, and give up their own judgment and con- 
science, and help circulate the conceits of the Baptists as 
the unadulterated word of God % We never entered into 
a society on such conditions. We never shall. 

But with sectarian differences the American Bible So- 
ciety had nothing to do«* Its sole business was, and is, to 



* Said the Rev. Thomas L. Curtie, a Baptist, in his speech be- 
fore the American Bible Society, May 1837. *' We must go back 
to first principles and learn what these two words BibU — Society — 
mean. Tt is a society literally as broad as the Bible, unincambered 
%nd unfilled with human creeds, like the Bible ; i^ society where all 
may meet, and all may love, like the Biblet." ''This, (the Ameri. 
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circulate such Teisiaiusi as all can agree to circulate ; — ^and 
surely, such versions, if any on earth, must be the most 
fidthful ; without sectarian bias, the pure, the simple, the 



can) is a Bible Society, To me it is far dearer than any sect or. 
denomination. As a Baptist, I love my sect ; but I love the air I 
am breathing to day more than that of my own sect ; it refreshet 
m« ; it invigorates my lungs. I feel relieved when I enter it. I 
have been breathing the confined air of my party for years, ,bQt 
here. I find myself in a purer and fresher atmosphere." 

** There are purposes which you can answer, which no mere sect 
can accomplish, while sect remains. In the toils and labors of a , 
denonaination, we are like a miner in the bowels of the earth. . It it 
his duty ; it is his lifb ; he must labor there while duty calls him, 
amidst a mixture of jarring elements, but far from the light and 
fresh air which are enjoyed above him.'* *' There are ^mephitic 
gaases ; there is much dogmatism, much narrowness, much bitter. 
ness. These, like the firedamp, fill the region with exhalationi 
not only loathsome but dangerous.*' . . ** If gentleness, if 
meekness, if brotherly love constitute the life of religion, there is 
danger^ great danger, that their explosion may destroy both the 
work, and the workmen. But the Bible Society is like a safety 
lamp." . . . '* The Bible Society, and by this I mean the 
society properly so called, the Bible Society proper, [for I suppose 
we shall have some other sort of BiBle societies with some other 
name,] is able to arrest and burn the hydrogen of sectarian and 
party feeling, &>q.^' . . . ** The separate organization of any 
one sect • . . cherishes the maximum of difference and the 
minimum of agreement Its cry Is ** of what great importance it 
IS, that our testimony for the truth should be preserved.** But then 
it is their testimony not to the whole truth, but to a particular part 
of it, and to that part in which they differ from others. It is con. 
stantly trying how much it can make of that difference. Such a 
spirit is anti-christian. . . '^When it enters such a glorious 
circle as this** [alluding to the vast assembly of 3000 or 4000 people 
before him,] its exclamation is, ** how few reasons have I to agree 
with any of those around me t How little cause have I to rejoice 
in such an assemblage of Christian professors.^' . . . *' I am 
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unadulterated word of God. The American Bible So* 
ciety was so single in its aim and so limited in its province ; 
that it would not even take upon itself to judge that a ver* 
sion which only one denomination on earth can use was 
for that very reason to be condemned or suspected as un- 
faithful or as biased by sectarian views : — it judged simply 
and solely concerning such a version, that it was not a ver- 
sion for them to circulate. If versions were to be circu- 
lated, which only one denomination could use, the Ameri- 
can Bible Society left that work to other hands, and had 
not one word to say, either to approve or to condemn. If 



aware that a very important sect of ChristianB has adopted an or. 
ganization founded on its difference from aU other eects, but I have 
Been enough of sects and parties to know*' . . " that they are 
not a whit better agreed among themselves than as a sjBct they dif^ 
fer from others. They are in fact divided on minor points into 
sub-sects ; and these again would split on some other points still 
more minute ; and if we must have a separate Bible orgknization 
founded on the leading point of sectarian difference, we must have 
the principle extended, and we must reorganize on each minor 
difference." ... 

** I will now stop to notice for one moment the position which 
this society holds in the relation to the denomination to which I 
belong. The Baptist Association has met, and the tesults of its 
deliberations have been published %o the world." . . *' When, 
in that association the voice of sedate piety and onambitio^ leam< 
ing was heard, your society was not forgotten. The idea of separa. 
ting from you was deprecated by many, and I have been requested 
here to express the union of feeling whicli is still cherished by many 
among that body, who feel that they are one with you. . . . 
** They deeply regret that the seamless robe of Christ our Savior 
should ever be torn by the hands of bis own disciples. We feel as 
Israel once did, when there seemed to be a danger that a tribe 
should become lacking from among them. And they said, 'O 
Lord God of Israel, why has it come to pass in Israel, that there 
should be to day one tribe lacking in Israel ?' '* 
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any denomination saw fit to form a denominational Bible 
Society — still the American Bible Society had nothing to 
say. If our Baptist brethren saw fit to form a denomina- 
tional Bible Society, and withdraw from the National So- 
ciety, — ^it was surely their prerogative so to do^* 

But having exercised this prerogative, they surely had 
no ground of complaint against the American Bible Soci- 
ety I unless it be a ground of complaint that when all Pro- 
testant denominations unite to do a work in. common, it 
is ia ground of complaint not to install the Baptists as dic- 
tators to all the rest. And yet, because the American 
Bible Society will not thus yield itself to sectarian dicta- 
tion, And lend itself to the work of furthering sectarian 
views, Mr. Woolsey calls it *'that now sectarian Society.'' 
And the Baptist Society is held up as, in compari- 
son, generously and widely catholic and liberal ! Be- 
cause the American Bible Society declined to lend itself 
to the unjust work of furthering the views of one sect, to 
the condemnation of all others, Mr. Woolsey says of the 
Society, that their "sectarian prejudice has reached a 
point when it must revert upon itself, and tend to defeat 
the object it aimed to secure." He likens the Society to 
'' designing men," whose " eagerness carries them to such 
daring extremity, as to overthrow the very object of their 
ambitious endeavors." He likens them to " the aspiring 



* And yet, it ioemi to me, tint in breaking off from a National 
American Bible Society, to form a society, exclusively and rigidly 
■ectarian, it waa sinirularly arrogant to set forth that sectarian 
society to the world, as *< TKe American and Foreign Bible S^" 
0cfy.** The common acceptation of such * name, in this coant^, 
im^ies a characteristic which that society does not possets^ One 
might have thought that an enemy had given the society such a 
name in mockery of its ancompromising sectarianism. 

11 
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Haman,'' whose ^ wicked plot turned upon himself;*' and 
to '^ CrasBUS, not content with more than enough, but by 
overstraining for Parthian gold, loses the object of hit 
ambitious aim, and aids to forward, to a more desirable 
felicity, those whom he thought to make desolate." ^^ Thus 
too," says he, ^4he managers of the above named Bible 
Society, instead of preventing the growing millions of In- 
dia, whose imploring hands were beginning to be stretched 
forth for the word of life, from receiving the Bible &ith- 
fully translated, have at least lost their party aim." This 
is a specimen of page after page, which he gives us of the 
like charitable and respectful treatment, (if it be lawful to 
call it charitable or decent, or anjrthing ebe than slander- 
ous abuse and misrepresentation,) of the American Bible 
Society. Whoever will take the Report of the American 
and Foreign Bible Society for 1840, and read it from end 
to end, will perceive that Mr. Woolsey simply re-echoes 
the spirit and sentiments of that Report. 

UBEBALITY OF BAPTISTS WITH REGARD TO FOREIGN MIS- 
SIONARY TRANSLATORS. 

llr. Woolsey says, p. 91, " The Pedobaptist missionary 
translators are compelled, on pain of exclusion fix>m the 
patronage of the Board, not to translate, but to transfer 
those wofids called ^ ecclesiasticaL' They are not left to 
act in the fear of God, hut forced to comply .with the party 
wishes of the Pedobaptist Bible Society, called the Ameri- 
can Bible Society." 

On the other hand, the Baptists, he cladms, are entirely 
liberal. *'Now," says he, ''Baptists cannot, dare not 
favor such a principle of translation. Baptists charge 
their missionary translators to express in Iheir versions^ 
the very sense of the original text. The Baptist board 
makes it the duty of all their missionaries to be guided in 
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tlieir translatioDS of the Holy Scriptures, not by the version 
of King James, or Bishop Parker, or King Henry, but by 

the ORIGINAL OF KiNG JeSUS." 

The plain English of what Mr. Woolsey would have the 
world believe, is, that while the American Bible Society 
do not leave their translators to act in the fear of God, but 
farce them to comply with the party wishes of Pedobap- 
tists, the Baptbt Bible Society is not oxily exceedingly 
* liberal, to Mow sdl translators to '' express the exact sense, 
according to the original, but charges them to use their 
]ib<*rty." And our Baptist brethren would make the world 
believe that thfty are so liberal as to allow the transla- 
tor to express the exact sense of the original as he himself 
understands it. Thus the Rev. Mr. Gone, President of the 
Baptist Bible Society, in his speech at their anniversary, 
April 28, 184>0, (Report, p. 6,) cites with earnest appro- 
bation, as the principles of their Society, the following 
words : ^^ The translator is bound to express in his version 
the exact sense of the original as he mMssLF understands 
ir. We are sure we speak the common sense of mankind, 
when we say, if he acts on any other principle, he is a 
traitor to the highest trust that was ever delegated to man." 
Again, he quotes with the same approbation, and means to 
have it understood as the sentiment of the Society over 
which he pre^des, the following sentence : '^ In the name 
of all that is honest and faithful, let every man who is em- 
ployed in this work render every word into what he be- 
lieves to be its meaning." 

If our Baptist brqjthren mean by this, that a transla- 
tor should follow the (Niginal, and be very conscientious 
to express the exact sense of the original, they are by lip 
means peculiar. The American Bible Society holds to 
auch a principle as firmly as any body of men on earth. 
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The Hon. John Cotton Smith, President of the Amerieaii 
Bible Society, expressed the sentiment — ^no doubt < — ct 
every member of that Society in the land, when he said, 
in his speech at the anniversary, May, 1837, '' We cannot 
be too particular in admonishing all who receive our sud 
in the work of translation, to conform faithfully and mi- 
nutely to the originals — to beware of incurring the awful 
guilt of adding to or taking from the IXvine word." 

But this is not all that our Baptist brethren meaoi to 
have- understood. Both Mr. Woolsey and the President of 
the Baptist Bible Society mean to substantiate a claim for 
a^ Baptists bf pecblias»>and eBla!^eiMibfi«ility/^^«<(tlh6 
Qberafity of alk^ia^ hver& fe/ei^a'^fcrtoslatdf t^^^x^M 
fee exact s^nse of the original as Se HtMSELFtrNDEWsfAHOir 
rr, no matter whether he understands it as the Society does 
or not. To talk about allowing the translator to interpret 
the Bible as he himself understands it, can have no 
bearing on the question at issue, unless our Baptist breth- 
ren, in so talking, mean to affirm their readiness to print 
and circulate the version of every translator employed in 
this business who has rendered every word according to 
his own understanding of its import. 

But is this the truth 1 When, as Mr. Cone says, the 
Baptist Board of Foreign Missions instructed their miA» 
sionaries ^' to ascertain the exact meaning of the onginid 
text ; to express that meaning as exactly as the nature of 
the languages into which they shall translate the Bible will 
permit ; ahd transfer no words which are tapahle of being 
literally translated ;" did they mean to enlarge the char- 
ter of the translator's freedom. Or to limit and prescribe it 1 
The talk about " prayer and diligent Study," and about 
*^ ascertaining the exact meaning of the original text," Was 
superfluous. It does not appear that any translator had 
been remiss in these duties, or that such remissness had 
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been apprehended. There had been no question about 
transferring more words than one. The charge of the 
Baptist Board of Missions was then no more nor less than 
a roundabout way of charging their missionaries not to 
transfer the word baptize^ biU to translate it by a word sig- 
nifying immerse: and should any missionary of theirs 
dream that the charge was intended to gire him a lai^er 
license, and tolerate him in rendering the word wash, in- 
stead of immerse, in case he should himself so understand 
it to mean in the original, who can doubt that the Baptist 
Missionary Board would soon teach him his mistake, and 
forthwith prevent the word, as he understands it^ firom 
spreading among the missions where they hold the control 1 

And what are, in &ct, the principles of the American 
and Foreign Bible Society 1 Have they, indeed, orga- 
nized for the purpose of circulating versions which may 
differ from the views of the entire denomination, provided 
the original is translated as the missionary himself under- 
stands it 1 Is it to be believed that a Society which will 
not let our common English version issue from their 
presses without prefixing to it a Baptist vocabulary, is in- 
deed so liberal as to yield its own judgment to the judg- 
ment of a missionary translator, in case he understands the 
word baptize to mean washy and not immerse 1 Unless 
this is the principle which our Baptist brethren mean to 
avow, and to which they mean to bind themselves, I can- 
not but regard their declarations concerning the transla- 
tor's duty, their strong appeals to sympathy on his behalf 
and their claims to superior liberality, not only as Mia- 
cious, but as disingenuous and deceptive. They '^ charge 
their misnonaries to express in their versions the very 
•ease of the original text." Will they tolerate him in 
eiqpressing any other than a Baptist aeDse 1 

Suppose a case ; — and one that must happen in seven 

11» 
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cases out of eight ; — onless, after all, otir Baptist brethr^ 
mean to limit their appeals to sympathy to the case of 
Baptist missionaries alone. A missionary, in the course 
of translating the Bible,, comes to Luke xi. 38. He be- 
lieves that to translate the word ^* baptize" here by the 
word '' immerse," would make the Bible speak falsehood. 
He honestly and undoubtingly believes that the truth of 
Ood, and every sound principle of interpretation, requires 
him either to transfer the word baptize here, or to render 
it by the word wash^ as Luther did, and as our English 
translators have done. Will our Baptist brethren think 
that because this translation is the work of a man who is a 
missionaiy, and profoundly skilled in the language into 
which he is translating the word of God, that his version is 
no '* Bible mutilated and disguised," but an honest and 
*^ most faithful one," and therefore deem it their duty to 
print and circulate itl Will the "American and Foreign 
Bible Society" abide by their professed principles here, 
and, " in the name of all that is honest and faithful," print 
and circulate this Bible, in which eveiy word is &ithfully 
rendered by the missionary, as " he himself understands 
itl" Will they admit the justice of their appeals to sym- 
pathy here 1 The missionary " pauses — he prays — ^he 
reads the original Greek text — he understands its precise 
import." He knows that baptize^ in Luke xi. 38, does 
not mean immerse. He knows the Glossary of the Bap- 
tist Bible Society is but a glossary ^' made by fallible and 
erring men." "Shall he obey God, .or jrfiall he obey 
man 1" " While he is solemnly impressed with « sense 
of these things, he looks around him — ^he finds hinisejf fiir 
away from kindred and friends, to whom be ccoi look for 
the least support — ^he thinks of his yiik and little ones^ 
dear to his soul," — "yet he mast" tranidate the word 
inifMrit, ^ Hnp^ of bdng escltided from all ftother sup- 
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port fran that board which sent Mm into the field ! ! P 
^ He 18 reverently attending to the messages of heaven as 
recorded by the pen of inspiration, and aiming solely and 
carefully to tranter their true and living import bto the 
language of the benighted heathen :" but '^ his labor shall 
be useless, his translation shall never go beyond his cham- 
ber, and be spread out before the eyes of those for whom 
he is toiling and wasting his life, unless it is made on other 
principles than an exclusive regard to the sense of the 
original, and the nearest possible approach to it in the ren- 
dering." ^^ O ! it is a fearful thing to tamper with the 
conscience of such a roan; — ^to throw before him any 
temptation to deviate, though never so little, from the 
line of perfect fidelity to the truth !"• 

Which ground will our Baptist brethren take witii 
regard to such a manl Will tiiey admit the irresistible 
cogency of such appeals to sympathy % Will they with- 
draw everything that they have said about such a version 
being '^a Bible mutilated and disguised V Will they 
retract the assertion adopted and printed by a full and for- 
mal vote of their society, that such a version is a version 
in which ^' the real meaning of the words used in con- 
nection with one of Christ's ordinances is purposelt kept 
OUT op sight l"t How will they deal with that mis- 
sionary % Will they take him by the hand and say — 
Brother! other missionaries *^are not left to act in the 
fear of God," but are forced to comply with the party 
feelings of the Pedobaptist Bible Society, called ^* TIk 
American Bible Society." But '^Baptists cannot, due 
not favor such a principle of translation. Baptists chaige 
their missionary translators to express in their versions the 



* Am. and For. Bible Soc. Rep , 1840, pp. 70, 71. 
t Report, 1840, p. 39. 
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very sense of the original text" And that sense, dear 
brother, is not to be as loe understand it, but as you your- 
■elf understand it This is the liberal principle on which 
our society is formed; as you will see set forth most 
hugely and explicitly in the address of our president at 
the anniversary of our society, April 5^, 1840 ; as you 
will find amply professed and cogently enforced in the re- 
port of our society ; and earnestly and explicitly declared 
and advocated on pp. 90, 91 of Brother Woolsey. 

Is this the ground our Baptist brethren mean to take 1 
If not, will they acknowledge the fallacy of their appeals, 
— admit that they were mistaken in the claims of their 
society as £)unded on principles so preminently liberal, — 
or will they limit the application of such principles and 
appeals, and confess that they keep their liberality and 
their sympathy for Baptist missionaries alone 1 

*•* Baptists charge their missionary translators to express 
in their versions the very sense of the original iexi.*^ 
This, they say, is liberal. This is "not sectarian." This, 
says Mr. Woolsey, p. 17, " can never be opposed except 
lor the purpose of promoting and perpetuating sectarian 
designs." This is all very good. But who is to decide 
tohai is the sense of the original text ? 

The President of the Baptist Bible Society in his. address 
would make us believe that the version which they will 
patronize must be made by the missionary " in the exact 
sense of the original, as he himself understands it" The 
Baptist Board of Foreign Missions charge their mis- 
sionaries, " by earnest prayer and diligent study to ascer- 
tain the exact meaning of the original text^ to express 
their meaning as exactly as the nature of the languages 
into which they shall tramslate the Bible will permit ; and 
to transfer no words which are capable of being literally 
translated." Now all this sounds fair and liberal The 
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impression made, and the impressioa intended to be made, 
bj the remarks of the PresidenI of the Baptist Bible So- 
ciety and by Mr. Woolsey is, that the missionary is to be 
left to decide what is the meaning of the original text. 
And so he is, provided ke be ari exclusive Baptist^ and 
Understands the disputed passages as the Baptist Bible 
Society and the Baptist Missionary Society understand 
ihemy and not otherwise, I repeat it, — and not oth£]i- 
WI9E. He shall interpret the Bible as he understands it> 
provided he understands it as they do* If he does not, 
his version shall — not be printed, but denounced. He 
AM not have 4heir sympathies, but their condemnation^ 
H ci>m&ii Who bias ^^ fubp^blt x^pt out of sigst and di»'> 
hohestly concealed" the counsel of God. "Indeed," 
Ittys Mr. Wdolsey, p. 73, " indeed, my brethren, I mo»t 
-fiincerely pity that man, who has, in this age of Gospel 
light, a CONSCIENCE that can suflTer him to deny the prac- 
ticability of translating baptize, baptism, and their kindred 
words, into words meaning to immerse^ immersion j" &c. 
After all this ado about " tampering with the conscience 
of missionary translators,"^ — after all these appeals to 
sympatiiy, and this eloquent and earnest advocacy of the 
liberal principle of allowing every misnonary translator to 
interpret the Bible' as he himself understands it, ^-^ their 
boasted liberality amounts to this : he shall make thd Bible 
speak as he understands it, if he be a Baptist ; and not 
otherwise* Thus, says " The Constitution of the (Biqp* 
tist) Bible Translation Society," (the British association 
answering to the American and Foreign Bible Society*) 
"It shall be the object of this society to encourage the 
production and circulation of complete trandations of the 
Holy Scriptures competently, authenticated for fidelity^ it 

BBINO ALWAYS tND£R8T00D that TfiE W0BD8 RELATING TO 
TBE ORDINANCE OF BAPTISM 8aALL BE TRANSLATED BY 



TERMS SIGNIFYING IMMERSION." 
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I should like to know whether the same thing is not 
^^ALWAYS UNDERSTOOD " with regurd to the versions to he 
issued hy the American and Foreign Bible Society 1 If 
it is not 00 understood, then I confess that the '^ charge " 
of the Baptist Board of Missions," — the affirmations cchh- 
tained in the speech of the President of the Baptist Bihle 
Society, the claim of liberal principles by their report, 
and the appeak of Mr. Woolsey, are all just and perti- 
nent: otherwise, I cannot but regard them as fallacious 
and deceptive in a high and reprehensible degree. 

The true question with regard to the liberality and duty 
of the American Bible Society, is not a question coor 
ceming the translator's duty, but concerning its own duty 
as a Bible Sociely formed of various denominations, in the 
case of a. given translation. Our Baptist brethren shift 
the ground of the question, and appeal to our sympathies 
in behalf of the translator. But has not the society some 
iluties as well as the translator 1 

I can understand that a missionary in Burmah is better 
qualified than an American at home to know the meaning 
of a Burmese word. But I cannot comprehend how his 
knowledge of Burmese renders him any better qualified, 
than his brethren at home, to understand the meaning of 
the Scriptures in Hebrew and Greek. Does he become 
an infallible interpreter of the ori^nal Scriptures by re^ 
siding among the heathen 1 If not, then it may not 
always be safe, even for our Baptist brethren, to circulate 
every version made by a missionary, even though he has 
fidthfully made it according to the original as he himself 
understands it. Certainly a Bible Society composed of 
several denominations will be slow to bind itself to print 
jtnd circulate versions so made that only one denomi- 
nation alone can use them, and that simply oa the ground 
that such verrions are made by conscientious missionaries. 
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The truth is, notwithstanding all these outcries and pre- 
tensions, that our Baptist brethren have broken away from 
the national society founded on the basis of a union of all 
denominations, and have formed a separate and sectarian 
society, simply and solely because all others will not sub- 
mit to their dictaticm in the mittter of translating that 
single word baptize ; and submit to it in such a manner 
as to condemn the solemn belief of all other denomi- 
nations, and exalt the opinion of the Baptists to the honor 
of infallibility. And having done this, our Baptist brethren 
put forth these pretensions to singular aiul surpassing 
liberality. 

FEMALE COMMTTNION.^ 

In reply to the objection that in&nts are not expressly 
mentioned in the law of baptism, or expressly specified in* 
any instance of baptism, — Pedobaptists answer that the 
same mode of argument would put an end to female com- 
munion, as they are not expressly mentioned in the law of 
the institution, nor are they anywhere expressly mentioned 
as partaking of the Lord's Supper at any subsequent time. 

Mr. Woolsey says, (p. 358,) "If it can be shown that 
the Christian Church is composed of believers without re- 
gard to sex, and that all the members of the church have 
an equal right to the ordinance of the Lord's Supper, then 
the OBJECTION ag^nst female communion is unworthy the 
confidence of Christians, much less should such a singular 
lubterfiige be resorted to in defence of infant baptism^" 

What Pedobaptist has ever made an " objection " 
against female communicm 1 Is not our argument based 
on the acknowledged propriety of female communion 1 
But what is Mr. Woolsey's proposed method of proof of 
the warrant for female communicm, in the statement which 
I have quoted 1 An express mention of females in any 
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precept or example of celebrating the Lord's Supper 1 
No such thing ; but a method of argument and inference. 
He adduces no express warrant ; he frames a syllogism^ 
and brings a conclusion of human reasoning to bear upon 
the interpretation of the law of a positive instiiution. 
This is his method of prpof : — 

All church members are to partake of the Lord'0 
Supper : 

Females are members of the church : 

THESfiFoas, females are to partake of the Lord's Sup- 
per. 

A sound conclusion ; but is that conclusi(»i found ex- 
press in the Word of God, or does it hang upon a " there^ 
fore " of human logic 1 He infers that the apostles sanc- 
tioned female communion. We infer the same. We 
find it impossible to doubt it In the same manner we 
infer that apostles kept the first day as the Sabbath. We 
infer that the Savior sanctioned the change. We infer 
that it is stUl a Sabbaih, and not simply a day for Chris- 
tians to assemble ; because a Sabbath was ordained for the 
world, and the law has never been repealed. The proof 
we hold to be good and conclusive. In the same manner, 
by a l(^c as simple, and, to us, as irresistible, we prove 
the Divine warrant for infant baptism, and hold the proof 
to be good and conclusive. An apostolic example, soundly 
proved finom the Scriptures, is sulficient for us in either of 
these cases ; nor dare we set aside what we consider irre- 
^sistible scriptural evidence of such an example, simply 
because that evidence is of the nature of inference and of 
just interpretation, rather than of express mention. 

But says Mr. Woolsey, (p. 353,) " If it be true, that 
there is no positive precept nor example in th^ New Tes- 
tament for pious females " .... ^' to cpme to the Lord's 
Supper, then by all means, ought they to stay away — it 
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18 presumptuous and daring for mortals to venture where 
Ood has not authorized them to go !" 

" But," says he, p. 357, " It is not true that there is no 
positive precept, nor explicit example in the New Testa- 
ment, for female communion. We have both precept and 
escampU^ suffidenily plain, &c." Our Baptist brethren 
deceive themselves in this argument, by a confusion of 
terms. Mr. Woolsey maintains a " positive precept, 2sA 
an " EXPLicrr example^' — sufficiently plain." Does he 
mean a precept in which females are expressly mention- 
ed: or an example in which they are expressly mentioned \ 
Oertainly not: he adduces not one of either. But by 
proofs which I admit to be *^*^ sufficiently plain^^^ he 
reasons out the existence of such a practice as that of 
femade communion. 

^'Now in proof that there is a divine warrant fyt 
female communion at the Lord's table, let it be observed ;" 
he says : — Proof — that there is — a Divine warrant ! 
Proof 1 Why not adduce the precept itself, and dispense 
with other proof 1 Proof! His principles require him 
to bring an eiipress precept: a precept or example ib 
trtiich females are expressly mentioned. But no: he 
begins with ^^ Let it he observed J*^ He goes on with 
'^ first;' and « secondly,'' and '^further,'' and " // is olh 
vious'^ He reasons ; he amplifies his syllogism : he 
cites Scripture firom which he may infer: — and by a 
course of well wrought argumentation, but without a 
solitary express mention of females in any precept or 
example, he makes out what he denominates *' a positiiH 
precept,'' and an '^ explicit example : and then winds up 
with a " therefore ;" — " There is therefore, — ^evidence-— 
positive and explicit that females were both members of 
die church in the days of the Apostles, and were admitted 
to the Lord's supper/' ^^Evidsncb ! positing and explicit.** 

12 
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No express precept ; no express mention in an example : 
but "evidence positive and explicit/'— good inferential 
evidence, of an example which though not expressly 
mentioned, did probably and undoubtedly exists He 
ahiftd the words "positive and explicit" from the "pre- 
cept and example," and places them at last upon the 
EVIDENCE ; and the nature of that evidence is wholly 
inferential. 

Precisely such "positive and explicit evidence" we 
find in the Scriptures for in&nt baptism. If the nature 
of the evidence be good in the one case, it is good in the 
other ; and the objection (not to female communion^ but) 
to the Baptist principle of argument, remains good and 
irrefragable. On Mr. Wbolsey's own ground, they must 
give up the very foundation of their argum^it against 
infent baptbm, or cease to tolerate female communion. 

If Mr. Woolsey will allow, according to his statement^ 
tliat there may be a positive precept, and an explicit 
example' to warrant a certain class in participating in a 
divine ordinance : — ^which positive precept, and explicit ex- 
ample, may be made out by " evidence sufficiently plain," 
without an express mention of that class in any particular 
precept or example ; — ^then we have the positive precepi 
and explicit example^ for infant baptism. When Dr. 
Woods says, "My position is that the Scriptures of the 
New Testament, understood according to the just rules 
of interpretationy imply that the children of believers 
are to be baptized,^' he rests the divine warrant for in- 
imt baptism on — ^what Mr. Woolsey maintains to be both 
*' a positive precept, and an explicit example /" for he 
makes it out on Scriptural EvmENCE, which is both pod- 
live and explicit; and that on evidence in no way inferior 
to that by which Mr. Woolsey most trimnphantly sweept 
away every vestige of " the objection against female com- 
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miinion ;" and shows that ohjection to he '* unworthy of 
the confidence of Christiadis." 

THE CHRISTIAN SABBATH. 

On p. 360, Mr. Woolsey says, ^' So perfectly destitute 
of all manner of substantial evidence is infant baptism, at 
to seek support at the expense of the LortVs do^y" * * * 
*^ The blessed Sabbath must resign its claims to Divine 
authority, and be based upon frail human reasoning, for 
the sake of furnishing some sort of plea ht in&nt baptism." 
• • * (( g^^ ^ ^^ jg^ attempt, as in all others, their plea 
is not only void of the least shade of evidence, but stands in 
fearful conflict with the cause of righteousness and truth." 

Notwithstanding these representations, Mr. Woolsey 
knows full well, that when Pedobaptists refer to the Sab- 
bath in reply to the objection that infants are not expressly 
mentioned as baptized, they build their argument entirely 
on the admitted, and, in their view, the unquestionable 
divine authority of the Christian Sabbath. 

On our principles we make out the divine authority 
for observing the first day of the week as a Sabbath. 
On their principles we think the Baptists cannot. Mr. 
Woolsey has tried what can be done ; but if the reader 
will turn to his proof, he will perceive that Mr. Woolsey 
is unable to find a solitary precept or example in which 
Christians are expressly taught to change the Sabbath from 
the seventh to the first day of the week, or to observe the 
first day as holy time. What does he find 1 Christ rose 
firom the dead on the first day. The day of Pentecost was 
the first Jesus came to his disciples when they were 
assembled on the first day. The disciples repeatedly 
came together on the first day : which wks caUed " The 
Lor<Ps day.^'* Is here any express precept for a change 
bom the seventh to the first 1 Is here any express war- 



140 ▲ REFUTATION OP 

nnt for legardiiig the houraof the fiistday as holy time, — 
as a Sabbath /—or for observing it farther than to assem* 
ble for prayer and worship on that day \ Nothing like iK 
Mr. Woolsey argues out the divine authority for observ- 
ing the first, day of the week as a Sabbath, by inference, 
and by inference alone. The reasoning is compete, and 
the cl^in perfect, provided we maintain the warrant for a 
Sabbath to rest first on the fact that God hallowed the 
seventh day from the creation, and made it a law — ^whidi 
18 still unrepealed, — ^to all mankind : provided, secondly, 
that we regard the fourth commandment as still a part of 
the moral law, — directing how the Sabbath previoudy 
ordained, is to be remembered and kept : and provided, 
thirdly, that we regard these incidental notices of observ- 
ing the first day as an authoritative change of the day 
from the seventh to the first This ground we maintain. 
On this ground the Lord's day can be proved to be the 
Christian Sabbath, all the hours of which are to be kept 
holy unto the Lord. Had Mr. Woolsey varied his lan- 
guage a little and said that Baptist views (instead of in- 
font baptism), are *' so destitute of all manner of substantial 
evidence as to seek support at the expense of the Lord's 
day," he would have been much nearer the mark. It is 
notorious that the Seventh Day Baptists reject the last link 
of the chain of proof by which the " Lord's day," (the 
first day of the week) is hallowed as the Sabbath. Some 
other Baptists reject the second link in the chain, and 
dispense with the fourth commandment. The " Baptist 
Advocate,"* of November 21, 1840, says in reply to the 

* Probably no publication is more widely circulated or of higber 
authority among that denomination^ than the Baptist Advocate. 
If this unequivocal rejection of the fourth commandment has been 
anywhere rebuked among them, save by the Seventh Day BaptiRts, 
I am not informed of it ; I have heard of no movement, rcmon. 
■trance or alarm concerning it. 
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* Seventh Day Baptist Register,' — " The editor further 
asks us, ^' Whether the fourth commandment is siill 
binding on Christiana ?" " We express our opinion 
unequivocally in the negative. ''^ It seems to me a sin- 
gular liberty for those to take who separate from the whole 
Christian world for the mere ceremony of an ordinance, to 
make thus bold with the commandments of God. Where 
does the Baptist Advocate find its express warrant for 
chiselling out and erasing from the code of the moral law, 
a commandment which God himself wrote with his own 
finger on tables of stone 1 I would fain believe, that the 
Baptist Advocate holds still to a divinely appointed Sa&- 
baih. But rejecting the fourth commandment, where do 
the conductors of that paper find an express warrant re- 
quiring mankind to keep the first day of the week as a 
Sabbath, all the hours of which are holy unto the Lord : 
and on which we are expressly commanded to rest ; for- 
bidden to labor, to speak our own words— or to find our 
own pleasure 1 The Advocate refers us to ^' Matt. 20 \ 
19-26 : Acts 20 ; 7 : 1 Cor. 16 : 2— and elsewhere," for 
^' the appointment of the first day V For the appointment 
of the first day to what ? — ^to be how observed ? Is there 
in these passages, or in all others of the same sort in the 
New Testament an express warrant, requiring us to ob- 
serve the day as a Sahbath : or is it traveling altogether 
beyond anything ezpresseb in the record of the New 
Testament, to require all men to keep the first day as a 
Sabbath — a Divinely appointed rest ? On their princi- 
ples, is it possible for our Baptist brethren to make out 
such a warrant 1 And when they do make it out do they 
not abandon the ground which they take with regard to 
iafont ba^ptism, and come fully on to ours \ 

Nor is this makingthe Sabbath "resign its claims to 
divine authority," to be " based upon fiail human reason'^ 

12« 
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ixig." The reascBiing ascertains the appointment to hi 
divine ; and that upon revealed grounds. Though the 
commandment be not expressed in so many wordff: it is 
yet ^0 made known, that it cannot be rejected without 
rejecting the will of God. To insist upon rejecting it 
because he has not made it known in a way of our pre* 
seribingy is to dictate to the Most High with regard to 
the manner in which he shall reveal his will : — ^and to 
demand of Him that in certain things He shall make his 
revelation in a given mode, under penalty of having lus 
will rejected, and his ordinances trampled in the dust 

Mr. Woolsey quotes Dr. Paley, as though Paley's opin- 
ion could, upon his principles, help him out in his poof 
of the Divine warrant for observing the Lord's day as a 
Sa^ath. But, as Mr. Woolsey well knows, — ^Paley re- 
jected the Sabbath, as originally binding upon the Jewidi 
nation alone : and rejected the observance of the Lord's 
day as a Sabbath, Paley even rejected every notion of 
an express Scriptural command for observing the first day 
c£ the week at all. He argues only from probabilities and 
by inference. ^^ The practice of holding rel^ous assem- 
blies upon the first day of the week," says Paley, *' was 
so early and universal, that* it comes with considerable 
proof of having originated fix)m some precept of Christ 
or of his apostles,^AottgA none such be now esstant.^^ ^^It 
will be remembered," says he, ^' that we are contending 
by these proofe /or no other duty upon the first day of the 
week, than thai of holding and frequenting religious 
assemblies.^^ '^ The conclusion of the whole inquiry," he 
says, (for it is our business to fellow the aiguments to 
whatever probability they conduct us), is this: — The 
assembling upon the fiist day ol the week for the purpose 
of voiahip and religious instruction^ is a law of Ghris- 
r, of dhdne app(H|itmeBl: th* resting on that day 
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jfirom our employm^its longer than we are detained from 
them by attendance upon these ansmblies, is an ordi" 
nance of human instittaion.^^ 

The reader will see how little it helps Mr. Woolsej to 
quote Dr. Faley, in aid of the proof on his principles, that 
the Lord's day is to be regarded as a Sabbath. We main- 
tain that Paley is greatly and grievously in the wrong. 
But it^is notorious that multitudes of Baptists hold to his 
views ; — ^to which indeed their principle of arguing most 
logically leads them ; — nor can Mr. Woolsey go even so 
far as Paley in pleading for a Divine precept requiring us 
to observe the Lord's day, without first giving up the 
principle on which he rejects the evidence for infant 
baptism. 

TEBMS OF CHBISTIAN UNION. 

Mr. Woolsey is full and frequent in declaring his own 
kind* feelings and impartial love of the truth in his dis> 
cussion of the question between us. ^' I have," says he, 
^ this testimony, that what I have written, was penned 
with much affection towards those fix)m whose views I 
conscientiously dissent." " If I know my own heart, I 
have said nothing out of strife, or with the desire to wound 
the feelings of others." ^^ I have no selfish ends to an- 
swer, UOT any party feeling to gratify."* 



• It is Dot for ut to disturb Mr. Woolacy'i inward " testimony,*' 
nor to question it. And yet it is, somehow, strmnge that ** much 
afiention should be so continually breaking out in such strains as 
Abound in almost every page of his book." A few samples hare 
been incidentally brought to light in the course of this ezamina^ 
tion — such as these ; ** At the laboring oar day and night to make 
sprinkling answer for immersion — and to keep their consciences in a 
stetc of tolerable rest.'* **Pitiful in the extreme, that such efforts 
should be made to avoid following the lowly yet delightful footsteps of 
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On p. 225, he bas a section " respecting union among 
Ghristians," in which he talks feelingly about *' the de* 
siiableness of such endeared/e//0w«4ip among Chri>tiansJ^ 
" Behold how good and pleasant it is for brethren to dwell 
together in unity." *' It is as the dew of Hennon," &jc^ 
&c. With glowing anticipations he looks forward to the 
time of thb union among all the followers of Christ ; and, 
finally closes with this exhortation ; ^^ till then, let us not 
cease to pray and labor for this union." 

Now all this talk about '' fellowship and union is very 
good ; and might lead people to suppose that the Bap- 
tists are as a denomination very charitable and loving and 
liberal towards other denonunations." Indeed, Mr. Wool- 



JesUB.** But there is no need of repeating them. ^It would require no 
learch, and little pains at culling from his book, to fill along chap- 
ter with such epecimenff. Instances are neither dubious nor solita- 
ry in which he charges us unsparingly, with ** attempting to 
avoid the plain import of the words employed by the Holy Ghost.^ 
Let me give one instance out of many of his way of making such 
charges i/adireeUg by way of inuendo. Speaking of the Jewish 
Priest commanded to dip bis finger in blood and sprinkle it before 
the Lord, he says, p. 114, '* He was not at liberty, nor had he the im' 
jrieiff to stand and quihbU about God's command wiUi the hope of keep- 
ing his finger out of the blood. Now a-days, some have got to be 
•o very ddicate, that had those Jewish rites been continued, we 
might be told not to dip our finger in the blood, for such an act u 
highly indecorous ; besides the original word tahbval does not mean 
iodip! /*' After writing nearly a whole book laden and groaning 
from page to page with such matter as this : — after so many ap. 
peals about "liberty,** ** rights," '* church and slate;*' and so much 
more behind about "de^ipotic acts," and '* tyranny of the wont 
kind,'* Mr. Woolsey gravely remarks, p. 116^ •* Bapdsts make no 
appeals to the unsanctified passons of the soul." ** They reject, 
utterly, ridiade as argument, and oHifiee at testimony, in matters 
of religion," 
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aey says, p. 321, *' And when were Baptists void of kind 
offices, of liberal and charitable views to other denomina- 
tions professing Christianity 1" 

But what is the union and fellowship which Mr. Wool* 
9(iy so much admires, and of which our Baptist brethren 
are so desirous 1 A fellowship where the rights of c<m- 
science and of private judgment shall be held sacred 1 A 
fellowship in which we shall be allowed the same 
liberty to practice infant baptism as our Baptist brethren 
to reject it 1 A union and fellowship in which every 
nfhn of undoubted piety, of sound evangelical views, and, 
according to his best understanding, yielding obedience to 
the command to be baptized, shall be allowed the rights of 
conscience, and not compelled to yield them to other men 
as fallible as himself, on penalty of being thrust away 
from the Lord's table and shut out of the church 1 Here 
are hundreds and thousands of enlightened Christians; 
multitudes of them as extensively and as deeply learned as 
any among the Baptists. Their views are purely evan* 
gelical. They would as soon give their bodies to be 
burned, as add to, or detract from the ordinances of Christ 
After long and careful study of the word of God; after 
hearing all that can be said against their belief; they are 
confident and doubt not, that sprinkling and pouring are 
modes of baptism fully sanctioned in the word of God ; 
and that the word of God requires the infant children of 
believing parents to be baptized. We might bring for- 
ward names of men among the living and the dead, whose 
candor, whose learning, whose piety, whose diligence in 
pfayerfuUy examining the question in debate, no one 
would dare to question. And now what is the union 
which Mr. Woolsey so much praises % What is the fel- 
lowship which is ^' as the dew of Hermon, and as the 
dew that descended upon the mountains of Zion ;" the 
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union for which he exhorts his brethren never to cease to 
labor and to pray 1 Is it, that- these brethren, equal in 
learning, equal in piety, equal in the tokens of the divine 
acceptance, may sit down together, forbear to vex eadb 
other, forbear to judge over each other's conscience, for- 
bear each to set up a claim to in&llibility, and to thrust 
his brother from the Lord's house and table unless he will 
give up his conscience to the control of his brother 1 

Such is the fellowship which John Bunyan desired, and 
fi>r advocating which, he bore so many ^'unhandsome 
brands ' from brethren whom his soul nevertheless loved 
as his life. Such is the fellowship for which Robert Hall 
pleaded and prayed. But such is not the fellowship which 
Mr. Woolsey desires, or which he will tolerate. No : no 
matter to what conclusion we come when with much dili- 
gence and much earnestness we have studied the Bible cm 
our knees ; — ^we must not follow our own judgment, we 
must bow our judgment in meek submission to the dogmas 
of the Baptists. We must yield our conscience, not to the 
word of God, but to the opinion of the Baptists. This is 
the only fellowship for which Mr. 'Woolsey pleads or 
which he will tolerate. Till we 3rield all this, he will never 
cease to contend with us. Till we do all this, he will 
hold out to our churches nothing but war and destruction. 
This is the fellowship which he offers us. The Pope of 
Rome, armed with the same high pretensions of infalli- 
bility, might have held out the same deceptive and cruel 
mockery of fellowship and unicm, when he visited the 
Waldeneses with fire and sword. He too desired fellow- 
ship and union : but it was the union of despotism. He 
still labors for union, but he will have no peace, no tolera- 
tion for anything that differs from his own belief. The 
unity which he praises, is unity under the infallible opi- 
nion of the Pope, as to what is truth, and what are the or* 
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dinances of the most high God. The unity which Mr. 
Woolsey aod his brethren proposed to us is the same. They 
will accord us their fellowship if we will so far yield to 
their opinions as to do what we consider as adding to one 
part of an ordinance of God, and destroying another ; but 
refuse this, and they will shut us away from the Lord's 
table, and cast us out of the church. " Brethren^^'* say 
they, " we art right. We know we are right / and w$ 
know you are wrong. ^^ But are you then infallible'! 
'^ No, but we KNOW we are right and we know you are 
wrong /'* But, brethren, if you are not infallible, how 
can you know that you are right any more than we can 
know that you are wrong. Has the Lord any where given 
to the Baptists the exclusive privilege of deciding for all 
their brethren ] Is there any passage of Holy Writ which 
will bear us guiltless if we sacrifice what we solemnly 
hold as the word and the ordinances of God, to the 
dictation of our brethren, who, if they are not infallible 
are as likely to err as we 1 Still, the only term of fel- 
lowship which Mr. Woolsey and his brethren propose to 
us is this; — " We are right: We know we are right." 
Come therefore to us: give up everything that we see 
fit to condemn, submit to everything that we see fit to im- 
pose. Join with us in compelling all others to abide by 
our judgment. Do this; and O there shall be d^ght- 
ful fellowship ! It shall be '^ as the dew of Hermon, 
and as the dew that descended upon the mountains of 
Zion." But entertain scruples of conscience in this mat- 
ter ; presume to follow your own judgment rather than 
oprs ; obey God rather than us ; and we will remove you 
bom the Lord's table ; we will cast you fix>m the church. 
Now what ought we to answer to all this 1 We have 
ezainined ; we have patiently and earnestly examined : 
we build our fidth and practice on the word of God : 
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for our lives — for our salvation, we cannot come to 
any other conclusion. If other men are not inialliblei 
then it is high-handed arrogance in them to ask us io 
yield our conscience and our judgment to their Opinion. 
If other men are not infallible, then to follow the word of 
God according to our own conscience is our duty, if we 
would obey God rather than man. Our Baptist brethren 
ought to know that if in&llibility rests any where amoi^ 
mortal men the Pope o£ Rome makes the highest preten- 
sions and possesses the oldest claim. If any arguments 
can show that we ought to abide by the judgment of the 
Baptists to the abandonment of our own, will not our 
Baptist brethren by the same arguments be compeUed to 
abandon their own judgment, and submit to that of the 
Pope ] 

That I do not misunderstand or misinterpret the uni^ 
which Mr. Woolsey inculcates, I think no one who reads 
his book can fail to perceive. He is not arguing agains 
close communion, and against that repulsive, excluding 
fellowship that shuts the true spiritual disciples of Christ, 
who conscientiously obey his commandments, away from 
his table. He is pleading for a union in which all shall 
*^ conform to the most ardent wish and prayer of Bap- 
tists :" (p. 320,) a union in which '< the different portions 
of the church" shall come together in pristine order /" 
that is, to the '' pristine order," a« he understands it. No 
one is to be tolerated as having the least rights in the 
church of Christ if his conscientious belief differs from that 
of Mr. Woolsey. He is not for a " union and fellowship 
in which Christians of equal intelligence, equal piety, of 
one mind with regard to church order and discipline, of 
one mind with regard to all the distinguishing doctrines of 
the Bible, may live and labor together in equal participa- 
tion of the ordinances and privileges of the church of God. 
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No : When he exhorts his brethren '' not to cease to pray 
and labor for union," his meaning, and his specific, in* 
tended, and only meaning is — Let us not cease to pray 
and laber to convert all to immersion^ and to a rejection 
of infant baptism. This is the brotherly and affectionate 
duty which he is urging with so much pathos. This, I re- 
peat it, is his direct meaning ; and to me it seems, that to 
make such an exhortation to unity and fellowship with 
such a design and meaning, is to make a most unhallowed 
mockery of the most holy words. 

Our Baptist brethren often endeavor to maintain still a 
show of "union," of " fellowship," nay, even of "commu- 
nion," by what I cannot but regard as a paltering upon 
the sense of these precious words : " Why," say they, 
*' fellowship and communion do not mean exclusively com- 
munion at the Lord's table. We can still sing, and pray, 
and labor together, and have fellowship as far as we are 
agreed. We hold you as Christians ; we are willing to 
treat you as nefvo converts^ but we cannot admit you to 
the Lord's table." If it be wrong for them to admit us to 
the Lord's table, it can be so only because it is wrong for 
us to come. Treat us as new converts ! Is this all % Is it 
nothing to be shut out of the church, and to be cut off from 
the Lord's table % Do they call this fellowship and com- 
munion, the only terms of which are to be barely tolerated 
by our brethren in standing without the walls of Zion, cut 
trfT from her holy ordinances and her cheering provisions % 
Can there be no union save that in which we must consent 
to be treated as not of Christ's church, and having no right 
to his table \ Can we, in justice to ourselves and to our 
children, and in faithfulness to the truth and to religious 
liberty, accept the hand of fellowship that is tendered to us 
on no other conditions than these 1 Treat us as new con- 
verts ! On what principle 1 by virtue of what right 1 ac- 

13 
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cording to what analogy 1 New ccmyerta have as yet 
made no formal profession of religion. There are conditions 
to be complied with, which they themselves acknowledge, 
aind which their own consciences recognize as necessary 
qualifications to entitle them to the privileges of the church 
of Christ. Nothing is required of them, save what they 
themselves feel bound to submit to upon being admitted to 
a standing in the church. In their case it is confessedly 
a duty delayed or neglected. Not so in ours ; we clidm 
to be regularly in the church — we claim that our churches 
are regular churches of our Lord Jesus Christ — we claim 
to have been regularly baptized — ^we have neither refused 
this duty nor delayed it. Now where do our brethren 
find their warrant in judging over our consciences in this 
matter 1 Treat us as new converts ! Then they do not 
recognize us as members of the church of Christ ! Our 
churches they recognize not as churches of our Lord Jesus 
Christ ! Our ministry are no ministers of the church of 
our Lord Jesus ! Our ordinances are not ordinances of 
the Lord's church ; — but all is usurpation, presumption, 
an unhallowed handling of most holy things ! The terms 
of fellowship propounded to us require us to submit to be 
treated according to these principles. And treating us act 
cording to these principles— requiring us virtually to admi- 
this as often as we come together, our brethren talk about 
" fellowship," " union," and even " communion! " Treat 
us as new converts ! If these principles are correct, are 
we innocerU as new converts % Ought we to be treated 
simply as new converts 1 Yet our ministers may come, 
and welcome, into their pulpits. They may do the work 
of teachers in the church of Christ— they ms^ be allowed 
to "feed the flock of God" — and then, immediately upon 
descending from the station where they have been suffered 
to teach the people and to bless them in God's name, they 
must be shut out and driven away by that same people 
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from partaking of the emblems of the Lord's body and 
blood ! Yes, because his judgment differs from theirs con- 
cerning the mere ceremony of an ordinance, they would, 
if they could, prevent the man whom they regard as a con- 
scientious and evangelical Christian, and whom they are 
willing to have teach themselves and their children, as 
a minister of Jesus Christ — they would, il they could, for- 
ever prevent this man from obeying the command of his 
Savior, " This do in remembrance of me " — ^till such a 
time as he shall meekly submit to their judgment in this 
matter, and bend his conscience to theirs ! As they treat 
him, so they treat all other Christians and all other churches 
6n earth.* 

On our part, although we feel that we have quite as 
much reason as any others to be confident in the correct- 
ness of our faith and order, we are for a fellowship of a 
wider extent, of more liberal terms, and more deserving of 
the name of fellowship than this. In the present state of 
the world we deem it too much for any one sect among 
Protestants to set up its own as the standard to which all 
others must conform : require all other Christians to give 
up their own organizations, and come in ^' by the door " of 
that little sect, on pain of being treated as all out of the 
pale and communion of the visible church on earth. We 



* And when our Baptist brethren haye done all this, they add 
to the injury by coolly affirming, and laboring to prove, that vee 
act on the same principles, and do the same thing. [See the tract 
** Peler and Benjamin," published by the Baptist General Tract Soci> 
ety.] To make such an affirmation anything else than abuse, and 
such an argument anything but sophistry, it should be shown that 
we debar from the communion evangelical Christians, who have 
been regularly received into some regular and Evangelical Church, 
and who are in regular standing in such church. But this, it is 
well known^ is not true. 
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know not that ottr Lord has given to any one sect among 
hia followen such a prerogative as this. Were it certain 
that be has lodged such a prerogative with any^ it is yet 
in doubt to whom he has given it. He blesses the labors 
of his servants amcxig all evangelical denominations. He 
communes with his people of every name. . By so doing 
he seems to say to all his people, ^' What God hath deansed 
that call not thou common*" *^ The churches which yoiur 
Savior ownsy and among which he dwelbs these own ye 
ii churches, unless ye would judge and exeommuaicate 
your Lord." On this princ^e we act. We dean it too 
much for any one sect am<»g Christians so numerous, so 
intelligent, and so equally owned of their common Lord, to 
undertake the work of proselyting all other denominations 
to itself. We think that such a principle, and the direct 
efforts to accomplish such a labor, must powerfully tend to 
give to such a sect, among other Christians, the character- 
istics of Ishmael — ^his hand against every man, and every 
man's hand against him. Certainly such a principle acted 
on by aU sects must make mere IshmaeUtes of the whole 
Christian world. One sect actii^ on this princi^piie, others 
must be ccunpelled to act on the defensivoj ui^^ess they 
wiU submit to be unceasiii^y plundered without resist- 
ance. We would that there might be a truce to a war so 
unlovely and profitless.* We would that all evangelical 



• The two following extracts from Dr, Woods and Dr. Kurtz, 
will show what a coincidence there is in^the observations of aged and 
graye men in the North and in the South, as to the actual influence 
of the principle of close communion. * 

Says Dr. Woods, p. 171,^* And here, as T am about to take my 
leave of the subject, I must solicit the candid indulgenee of those 
who differ from me in regard to the mode of Baptism, waile I allow 
myself in great plainness of speech, and utter my thoughts seriously 
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bodies of Christians banded together in church estate, hold* 
ing the great doctrines of salvation, and conscientiously en- 
deavoring to obey the word of God according to their 
best understanding, may be treated as Churches of our 
Lord and Savior Jesus Christ. On points wherein they 



and unreservedly, as in the presence of Him who is the Savior and 
Judge of the world." »  » • » 

** Have these g^eat spiritaal interests been always kept upper- 
most in the mind? •  • Have they not too frequently 
been made subordinate to local or Mctanan intemsts ? I have 
heard of Christians, and of Grospel Ministers, who have made the 
mode of Baptism their grand, engrossing suhjocL I have heard of 
those who have been actuated by such an intense zeal in favor of 
one particular form of this external rite, that they have seemed 
almost inelined to make it the sum of all religion. Even tn those 
auspieioas seasoas, when God is pleased in merey to poor out his 
Spirit, and produce, in the minds of multitudes, a deep and over- 
whelming impression of the evil of sin and the value of eternal sal« 
vation — there are some Christians, and some teachers of religion, 
(I hope the number will be found to be small,) who show an unac 
countable forwardness to introduce discussions respeoting the mode 
ofBapH§m; and instead of striving, with all their hearts, to bring 
sinners into the kingdom of heaven, and to pr4MBete the holmess of 
believers, make it a favorite object to convince themt that baptism 
should not be administered by sprinkling, but by immersion." 

Says Dr. Kurtz, p. '295, after describing the hallowed scenes of 
a revival — '* In the midst of these hallowed exercises « sote of die 
cord is unexpectedly heard : a gruff snd gnlmg eoond intermpke 
and mars the harmony of the whole scene. The attention of all is 
arrested ; they look to see whence this untimely disturbance pro- 
ceeds ; and behold, a warmJiearted Baptist brother has made his 
appearance, and the air trembles beneath the sound of his voice, ae> 
he exclaims, full of zeal for his favorite doctrine, ** The river ! the 
river ! you must all be * buried under the water ! * if you wish to 
enter the kingdom of heaven ! " Thus, instead of oo-operating with 
his brethren, with all his heart, to bring sinners to Christ, and pro- 
mote the holipesB of believers, he labors to cowomeo them that Bap' 
tiem AoMwotieudmktigtend ^ epriiiUmg, InU b^pbrngimg.*' 



154 A REFUTATION OF 

cannot agree, we would that they might agree to differ iu 
f>eace ; living together, not only in love, hut treating each 
other's peculiar views with kindness and respect; and 
leaving it jfor time, the influence of kind feelings, the love 
of the truth, and the providence and the good Spirit of 
God, to undermine and destroy everything that is not ac- 
cording to the truth and order of the Gospel :— and at last, 
even if all denominational differences may not he quite 
abolished and effaced — ^that all Christians may be one — 
the Church one as Israel was one, while yet lliere was a 
distinction of femilies and tribes. 

In such a fellowship, far more than in marshalling the 
several denominations into conflicting hosts of proselyters 
— ^far more than in attempting to coerce each other into 
submission by unchurching each other or putting up the 
bars of close communion, the truth would hasten on to its 
final glory and its universal triumph. In such a fellow- 
ship we feel that we have nothing to fear.* Let them who 
would fear for their party under the influence of such a 
fellowship contend for a fellowship of less liberal terms. 

But if churches of different names are to live together 
in such a feUowship as this, it is evident that they must 
treat each other as churches / and not as irregular and 
usurping companies of " new converts^^ whose members 
it is a charity to proselyte, and whose children it is a deed 
of mercy and of duty to plunder away. It must by com* 



* The great Andrew Fuller, (no man ever stood higher amon^ 
the Baptists,) says, *' The tendency of mixed communion is to aa- 
nihilate, aa such, all the Baptist churches in Christendom.** He 
adds, ** Do you wish to promote the dissohition and rain of the 
Baptist denanUtuitian as such f If you do not, take heed to your 
ways.*' Is not this, after all, the secret of close communion ? And 
what sort of cause is that, which, if you let it stand on itsowv 
merits, ii admitted by 00 al»le a defender, to be sure to fall 7 
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mon consent be deemed a breach of this compact of fel- 
lowship, and a deed of ill-neighborhood upon which the 
world shall j&own, for one sect, insidiously and on system, 
to enter the femilies of another congregation for the pur- 
pose of drawing them away from their customary place of 
worship, and to turn even the members of the Church 
away from their faith and covenant. It must indeed be 
lawful for every sect, in its own place of worship, and on 
suitable times and occsusionis, to set forth and defend the 
reasons of its peculiar views. But industriously to scatter 
sectarian books and tracts among the ^umilies of another 
Church and congregation ; — to make it a matter of daily 
labor to visit from house to house wherever an individual 
member of another church and congregation may be found 
whom theriB may be any hope of drawing away ; — ^to seize 
on all occasions, which draw promiscuous crowds together,* 
to set forth sectarian views, with every sort of effort to dis- 
parage and bring into contempt the views of other denomi- 
nations 5 — ^this is a work that must cease if there is to be 
any fellowship among Christians of different denomina- 
tions, such as becomes the disciples of Christ. In one 
word, the churches of evangelical denominations must be 
treated as churches. Those exclusive principles which 
lead one sect to unchurch all other denominations, and to 
close up the doors of communion against their members, 
must cease to urge on any one denomination of Christians 
to the unlovely and mischievous, not to say the unchristian^ 



* What wuuld be thought, — what would be said, if Congregation, 
alists and Presbyterians should seize on every occasion of a bap* 
tism — to set forth their denominational views at the eipense of 
those of the Baptists ? What ! That they thought more of their 
•ectarian views than of the solemnity and import of the ordinance} 
or of God. 
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work of proselyting the whole world to the views of thai 
flingle sect ; or there cannot be among the different denomi- 
nations any fellowship that \b worthy of the name. 

A fellowship on equal terms ; a fellowship on Christian 
and liberal principles among all eYangelical Christians, I 
can truly say, — and I believe I speak the feelings and the 
principles of the denomination to which I belong, — my 
soul greatly desires. Come the auspicious day when Ju- 
dah shall no more vex Ephraim nor Ephraim Judah. 
Come the auspicious day,— it will be no less joyous on 
earth than welcome in heaven, — ^when Christians of all 
names shall be less distinct as differing sects, than they are 
one in their common Lord. Surely that period cannot be 
&r distant torn the full glory of the latter day. 
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